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PREFACE. 


M V" central object in this work is to discuss the 
relation of the psychology of man to that ot 
tlic higher animals, since such a discussion 
forms in my opinion the best introduction to Com- 
parative Psycliology. A secondary object, subortlinate 
indeed, yet forming an integral part of my plan, is to 
consider the place of consciousness in nature, the 
relation of psychical evolution to ph> sical and bio- 
logical e volution, and the light which comparative 
psychology throws on certain philosophical problems. 

It was my original intention to compare my own 
results with those which have been reached by pre- 
vious observers and thinkers iii this field of investiga- 
tion and iiKiuiry. Hut 1 found that, in the first }^lace, 
this would largely increase the bulk of the book ; that, 
in the second place, it would introduce a controvx'isial 
lone, wliich I was desirous of avoiding ; and tliat it 
would in other ways interfere with wluit appGar(?d 
the liiost convenient mode of deveUjping my subject. 
1 tlu'iefore abandoned my original iidention, and 
adopted a more direct method exposition and dis- 
cussion. It is, however, all the mure incumbent on 
me to acknowledge iny indcb’edi* jss to my pre- 
deces ors and contemporaries. Those whose acquaint- 
ance with the subject i most jo and extensive, will 
^bc.x be able to judge how far what 1 have written is a 
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mere restatement of what has already been writteni, 
and how far, if at all, I luivc done something towards 
advancing the boundaries of our knowledge or render- 
ing the knowledge that we possess clearer and more 
exact. Others will perhaps do well to regard me as a 
secretary who has, I trust, with due diligence thrown 
into convenient form the data with which he has been 
supplied. ♦ 

It is right that I should particularly call attention 
to my indebtedness to the works of Mr Herbert 
Spencer, whose descrit)tion of relations as “ the 
momentary feelings accompanying transitions in 
consciousness contains the germinal idea from which 
my own treatment of the perception of relations has 
developed ; of Professor William James, whose con- 
ception of a wave of consciousness f have adopted ; 
of Professoi Romanes,^ to whom I owe much, and in 
many \,ays; and of Professor Mivart, in whose writings 
1 find many things with which I am in cordial agree- 
ment, and not a little from which I must dissent. 

In the body of the work there will be found a 
description of certain experiments and obscrvatiujis 
on newly-hatchcd. chicks and ducklings, some of which 
have already been published in the Fortnightly Revieio 
for August 1893, and in Natural Science for March 
1894. Similar observations have been made by 
previous observers, and the results obtained by 
Douglas Spalding and Professor lumcr are often 
quoted. In my own work on “Animal Life and 
Intelligence'' I cited some of these results. Shortly 

* ll’v ucVh of Romanes, •-inre tins brief ackiji )\\ U il;r. 

merit ni ill il:ai 1 ^nve lo bini was written and j)rinUMi, hascMilailed a lu^s 
to Science which i irreparalrle, and a loss to his personal friends which 
lie'” too dvC]) for words. ^ 
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aftefi" the publication of that book, I received from my 
friend, ATr T. Mann Jones, a letter inf(jnning me tliat 
experiments and observations of his own gave different 
results, and had led him to regard with critical sus- 
picion much that was written about the “ philosoplier’s 
chick.” He especially adduced the instinctive know- 
ledge of the cry of a hawk, as such, said to be shown 
by young turkeys in the absence of individual experi- 
ence, as in his opinion an unwarrantable assumption. 
I therefore determined to carry out a series of obser- 
vations for myself, especially as I wished to study 
association in young birds. The results (A these 
observations are, on the whole, confirmatory of those 
to which Mr Alann Jones’s investigation (which I trust 
he may be induced to publish) had led him. With 
regard, therefore, to the observations aiul experiments 
in tliis matter described in this book, I w«>uld ask the 
reader to bear in mind, that they arc repetitions of 
similar observations made by many previous observers; 
that the results to which they lead differ in some 
resijccts from those obtained l)y Spalding and by 
J’rofcs.sor Eimer ; and that tiuy are, in their general 
tendency, confirmatory of the views which Atr JMaim 
Jones has communicated to me, and of the general 
conclusions on instinct in young birds advocated by 
Dr A. R. Wallace, Mr W. H. Hudson, and others. 

I have laid much stress on the paramount import- 
ance of systcnmtic and sustained observation as the 
only safe basis for conclusions concerning the intelli- 
gence of animals. Tlio observations, hereafter de- 
scribed, of the way in which dog.^ deal with the 
difficulty of bringing a stick through vertical railings, 
•iffords a case in point. Mut with regard to this case, 
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I should here state that I have received communica- 
tions from two correspondents — Miss M. K. Garnons 
Williams and “Ouida” — describing observations which 
show that dogs sometimes meet the difficulty without 
preliminary bungling. 1 do not think that such occa- 
sional observations invalidate the conclusions readied 
by systematic investigation, I would, however, urge 
on all those who have the good fortune tro witness the 
performance of some conspicuously intelligent action 
in any animal, not to rest content with merely record- 
ing it, but to make it tlic basis of furtlu'r observati(»n 
directed to th(' end of ascertaining its true nature. 
'Die records of casual observation arc not witiiout 
tlicir interest ; but the results of dct.iilcd iiivesligation 
are, for comparative psychology, of far grctiter value. 

1 would strongly urge upon my readers the achisa' 
bility of testing, by careful introspection, all my state- 
ments concerning the mental processes of man. Only 
thus can a valid basis either of appreciation or of 
critidMii be obtained. It miisi not be forgotten that 
introspective psychology is an essential preliminaiy 

coiigiarative psychology, and that, if it is to jiro' 
duLC results of sdentific value, it must be bast'd ujnm 
exact and ofl-rejieated observation. wSurb tsbserv.i- 
ti«)n, however, requires special liaining, not less than 
objective observation in physics or in biology. It 
would be an inestimable In.xai to rv>mpaiative psycho- 
logy, if all those who ventuio to tliscu.ss the jat^blems 
with wliich this science deals would submit to some 
preparatory discipline in the uiethtxls and rcsultv’. td" 
introb pectivc observation. 

I ha\ « endeavoured throughout to be .sclf-ccxisistenr 
in my use of technical terms. But it will be noticed 
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that some terms, such as perception ” and con- 
ception,” percept” and “concept,” arc employed in 
senses somewhat different from tliose which arc 
commonly accepted ; and indeed different from 
those which I had myself been led to adopt in 
a [)rcvious book. On this matter I wruild court 
criticism. In anf)ther work, now in the press, entitled 
' l\sycholoo*y^()r Teachers,” 1 have liirthcr endeavoured 
to jpve clear expression to my vi(?\vs in this matter ; 
and I bc<.»' to nTer those who are interested in the 
matter to that work. 

1 have received friendly help and criticism from 
many correspondents, to whom 1 hereby tender my 
Ix'st thanks Among these I would especially num • 
lion Mr T. Mann Jones, some rT wliose observations 
on animals arc (juoted in the Appendix of Mr Herbert 
Spencer’s volume on “Justice,” Mr Jones has i)eon 
f';ood enoii/Ji to su[>p!y m<' with much information 
\e|iich is t!^c niit(C)me of In's wide ex[>erienct‘ of 
dennestic animals, and also to giv(‘ me permission to 
make nsc of the informativm he thus plao d at my 
flisp(jsal. One of my eiiii'f giaanids for no{ availing 
m}'-.elf of this ju'ivilcge, is my lioj>e tliat Mr JtuiL-s ma)^ 
hii:c/*lf be induced to publish a work on animal iiitclli- 
gcncc, in w hich thc.se observations w^ould find a fitting 
place. Itut I am anxious here to acknowledge how 
hel]>ful my correspondence with him luis been to me 
in my owm work. .Another con espondent who has 
favoured me wa'th licipfiil criticism is Air [I If 
Mcdlia^it. If the foliMwing pages" sluwv that I am not 
a[)Ic full)' to accept the vhwv w hich Jv: put forward in 
his pamphlet on “The livoU\ti(sn <,f Alind in Man,” I 
.issin'c him that I not less grateful h'kr the'. 
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elucidation of that view with which he has favoured 
me in private correspondence. I have also to thank 
niy friends Mr Norman Wyld and Mr Sidney H. 
Reynolds, my brother Dr Llewellyn Morgan, and 
Miss Ashe, for the trouble they have taken in reading 
much of my work in MS. or in proof, and for the 
valuable assistance they have rendered me. 

In conclusion, I desire to express my indebtedness 
to the Kditois and Ihiblishers of tlie r'ort)ii(^hlly 
Keinew, the Alohist, tlui New World, and Natural 
Science, for their courteous permission to introduce 
parts of articles which have appeared in their pages. 

After nine x’cars of further observ^'ltion and reflec 
tion, there are some part< of this work which I should 
like to recast. Among other things, I should come 
into line witli the leading f)sycho]ogists of recent 
times in the use of the word ‘'perception.” But I 
am loth to make more rlianges than ai'f' absolutely 
ncccssai'}". Hence, ap'u1 from some few additions 
and corrections, I have restricted the alterations to a 
restatement of the lattt:r {lart of the chapter on 
“ Conceptual 'I hought,” and a complete revision of 
tlie chapter in which the question, “ Do Animals 
Reason?” is discussed. I have there, as far as spac'c' 
allowed, drawn attention to the results of a large 
munl)cr r»f recent observations. 

C. r.LovD Moiu;an. 

} i K I s ; (t L, Srpteuibe} \ 903. 
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AN INTRODUCTION 
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compaptative psychology. 


PROLEGOMENA, 

I N a treatise on human psychology, it may be possible 
and advisa]3le to proceed on purely empirical lines and 
to keep in the background the philosophy of the subject. 
But in a consideration of comparative psychology, which 
introduces the conception of evolution, and of the relation 
of mind to the organism, such a proc<^diire seems to be 
neither possible nor advisable. It will conduce to clearness 
and prevent misconception, therefore, if I here prefix to my 
work an introductc y section, containing, in the form of 
prokgomefia, a succinct account of the monistic views 
which I accept.’’^ Nearly every pliilosopher contends 
now-a-days that he is a monist. But there are monists and 
monists. I must therefore endeavour to state clearly the 
form of monism which I accept. 

1‘irst of all, I accept a monistic theory of hnowM^c, 
'Lhe dualist starts with the conception of a subject introduced 


* Those for whom ptiilosophy has no special intoiest will do wt l! to 
pass over these protfyomejta and procec<l a! once to Chaj)tcr I. Tho-e 
on the uthei liaiul for whom ihe phiL -ophj'Ml 'ntejcsl is cential 
le’ie.'iil this sectinn afler the «»f fh<- h.uiy <*f d'e hook. 
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into the mj^st of a separately and independently existent 
objective world. For him the problem of knowledge is how 
these independent existences, subject and object, can be 
brought into relation. In the monistic theory of knowledge it is 
maintained that to start with the conception of subject and 
object as independent existences is false method, and that 
the assumed independence and separateness is nowise 
axiomatic. Starting then from the coijimon ground of 
naive experience, it contends that, prior to philosophizing, 
there is neither subject nor object, but just a bit of common 
practical experience. When a child sees a sweet, or when a 
dog sees a cat, there is a piece of naive and eminently real 
experience upon which more or less energetic action may 
follow. It is only when we seek to explain the experience 
that we polarize it in our thought into subject and object. 
But what logical right have we to say that the subject and 
object, which we can thus distinguish in thought, are 
separate in existence ? No doubt it is a not uncommon, 
and a not unnatural, fallacy to endow with independent 
existence the distinguishable products of our abstract and 
analytic thought. The distinguishable redness and scent of 
a rose may thus come to be regarded as not only distinguish- 
able in thought, but also separabie in existence. But, until 
it shall be shown that “ distinguishable in thought ” and 
“ separate in existence ” are interchangeable expressions, or 
that whatever is distinguishable is also independent, the con- 
clusion is obviously fallacious. And it is this fallacy which 
the monist regards as the fundamental error of the dualistic 
theory of knowledge. While dualism, then, starts with 
what I deem the illegitimate assumption of the independence 
of subject and object, the monist, starting from the common 
ground of ex[)cricnce, looks upon subject and object as the 
distinguishable .ispccts of that which in experience is one 
and indivisible. They are distinct from each other, and the 
di^'H'nction is fundamental ; but tliey aie nowise indepenc|^mt ’ 
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flnd separate in existcnre. The apparent dualism is a 
dualism of aspect, not a dualism of existence. Tt need only 
he added that this is a theory of knowledge, and of the 
experience of which knowledge is the outcome. Of that 
which is not known and not experienced, it neither asserts 
nor denies anything. But, accepting as it does the reality 
of experience, it does assert that the aspect which we polarize 
jfs objective is ju«t as real, and real in the same sense, as the 
aspect we polarize as subjective. The reality of object and 
subject is strictly co-ordinate. And those who hold this view 
regard as little better than nonsense the assertion that whereas 
the reality of the subject is unquestionable, the reality of the 
object is a matter that is open to discussion. Self and 
cosmos are of co ordinate reality ; they are the polarized 
aspects of experience as explained through reason. 

But a theory of knowledge is not a complete interpretation 
of nature. 'I'here lies on a lonely mountain height a stone. 

I ascend the mountain, and the stone becomes an object 
of exoerience. That we may explain on our monistic theory 
of knowledge. But how about the stone before I got there, 
and after I had left the mountain top, when it was not yet 
or no longer an object of experience ? To this question the 
theory of knowledge that is modest and knows its business 
replies : — “ I do not know. 1 deal with experience. I can^*" 
tell you nothing concerning that which is not yet experiencedi 
or no longer experienced. That is a matter of the inter-) 
pretation of nature.’^ 

There are some excellent folk who believe that a philosophy 
can be built up without assumptions. I am not among their 
number. Hypotheses, or assumptions, are as necessary in 
philosophy as they are in science. I assume that nature is 
wider than actual experience. I assume that the stone on 
that lonely mountain top exist? in some form capable of again 
appearing as object, and that this continuous existence i.s 
qiiile independent of whetlu;r anyone is tl.ere to experience it 
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as object or not. I cannot possibly prove this, and do not 
attempt to do so. I suppose I accept it for this reason, 
that of the two hypotheses (a) that it continues to exist in 
some form or other whether it be an object of 
experience or not, and {b) that it dodges in and out of 
existence according as it is experienced or not-experienced, 
{a) appeals to me as the more rational assumption. Anyhow, 
if I cannot prove {a), neither can anyone else prove (b), I 
assume, then, that thef world, which forms the objective 
aspect of experience, continues somehow to exist quite 
indej^endently of its being sensed or perceived.) That 
there is a nature to interpret is thus an hypothesis or 
assumption, the sole justification of which is that, though it 
can never be proved, it accords more satisfactorily with the 
facts of experience than any other assumption. It doer, not 
conflict with, but supplements the monistic theory of know- 
ledge. It fills in the gaps of actual experience with “ per- 
manent possibilities ” of experience. 

I pass now to a second phase of monism. I accept 
a monistic interpretation of nature. What do I mean 
by a monistic interpretation ? Well, the essence of this 
vicvV conies out when wc consider the position of man 
in nature. According to this hypothesis, (man, as an 
organism, is one and indivisible (though variously maimable), 
no matter how many aspects he may present subjectively or 
objectively.) That the inorganic and organic world have 
reached their present condition through process of evolu- 
tion, is now widely accepted. But the (dualist contends 
that mind is a separable existence, sui generis., forming no 
part of the natural world into which it is temporarily intro- 
duced. \ Here the monist joins issue, and contends that, 
alike in its biological and its psychological aspect, the 
(organism is the product of evolution ; that mind is not extra* 
natural nor supra-natural, but one of the aspects of natural 
exist^mce.' 



PROLEGOMENA. 


5 


Obnerve the frankly hypothetical nature of this view. The 
monjst assumes that what we call nature is co-extensive with 
knowable existence. He assumes that far, very far, as we 
may be at present from anything like a complete or adequate 
explanation of nature, yet still this nature is explicable, and 
that by one method, the method of scientific procedure. 
Herein lies the essence of monism as an interpretation of 
nature. If in the wide region of the known and the know- 
ablc there be any modes of existence which not only are 
not explicable, but from their very nature never can be 
explicable, as parts of one self-consistent whole, our monism 
falls to the ground. We contend that it is this to which 
science, philosophy, poetry, ay and religion too, has been 
tending throughout the centuries of human progress.,.. 

A monistic interpretation of nature, so long as it holds 
true to the main principle of being tlnoughout self-consistent, 
allo>\s any amount of individual freedom in the treatment of 
details. It is characterized, not by the possession of a 
common scientific or philosoi)hic creed, but by a common 
aim. It appears to me, for example, that in the evolution 
which sweeps through nature, the process is throughout 
rliaractcrized by the following traits: — (i.) It is selective ; 
(2.) It is synthetic; (3.) it tends from chaos to cosmos. 
And thesf’ tiaits seem to me characteristic alike of 
inorganic, mganic, and mental evolution. Now I dare say 
there are not half-a-dozen independent monists who will 
agree with me in singling out these three traits for especial 
prominence. But what does that matter? My aim is 
monislic, as is also theirs. And there is plenty of room for 
many differences and even divergences of opinion among 
those who are in search of a self-consistent theory of thought 
and things. 

1 now turn to a third as}>ect of monism, which may be 
termed analytu monism. This cmisists in an analysis of the 
object of knowledge, or in other words, of nature as known 
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and knowable. Now here it is essential quite cleady to 
grasp the fact that all that we know must, in the act of 
becoming known, be an object of knowledge. The object 
of knowledge is not merely the object of sense, but includes 
also the object of thought. All that we know of the subject, 
all that we attribute to the self, must, in becoming known, 
be the object of thought. It is only in reflection or intro- 
spection, which is also retrospection, that this is possible. 
(^You cannot analyse any bit of experience? at the moment 
when it is being experienced,) you can only look back upon 
it in a subsequent moment of reflection. In that subsequent 
moment it may be polarized into object and subject, and 
either the objective aspect or the subjective aspect may then 
be the object of thought. In this way the subjective aspect 
of experience in moment («) may be the object of thought- 
experience in any subsequent moment {(/). Bull never can 
the subject of experience in any moment be the object of 
knowledge in the same moment.) Hence it follows that 
(without reflection there can be no knowledge of the sub- 
jective as])ect of experience. ! And hence it follows also that 
(our knowledge is always dealing with the self of a moment 
ago.) It is an assumption which can never be proved, but 
one on the validity of which w'e all place implicit reliance, 
that the subject is continuous, and that the subject of the 
present moment is practically identical with the subject of a 
moment ago, of whic h we have knowledge through reflective 
thought. 

Let us now take that natural object which we call a mail, 
and let us assume tiiat he is constituted in all essential 
respects as we are. We analyse him in thought; and we 
may carry our analysis but a short distance, or as far as ever 
we can. Analyse him a little way down, and we reach the 
conception of body and mind. It is clear that the concepts 
of this analysis are closely connected in origin with the 
CO icepts reached by the analysis of experience, and that body 
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and wind are analogous to the object and subject of senife 
experience. Now the fact to which( analytic monism should, 
as it seems to me, stick close, is tliat body and mind are the 
products of analysis. ) What is practically given is the man ; 
and this man is one and indivisible, though he maybe polarized 
in analysis into a bodily aspect and a conscious aspect. It 
may be said that this is an assumption. Granted. It is 
part of the fundamental assumption of the monistic inter- 
pretation of nature. According to that assumption or hypo- 
thesis, theWganism in all its aspects is a product of natural 
evolution.; We proceed to study that product. We analyse 
these aspects. We find that a certain group of them hang 
together in a special way, and we call them bodily aspects; 
and wc find that a quite different group of them hang 
together in their special way, and we cnll them mental 
aspects. There is no getting on without an hypothesis of 
some kindi and this is the one which the monist adopts. 
The dualist says that the organism in its bodily aspect is a 
product of evolution, or of some other process of genesis, 
and that the mind is implanted theiein by some extra- 
natural process. That is his assumption. The future must 
decide which assumption is the more reasonable. 

According to the monistic assumption, then, thcAirganism 
is one and indivisible, but is polarizable in analytic thuught 
into a bodily and a mental or conscious aspect. Body and 
mind, like object and subject, are distinguishable but not 
separable.^ And now we may proceed to carry the analysis 
deepen We reach the brain, or some part of it; and here 
our analysis discloses, as one aspect, certain forms of nervous 
change or transformation of energy, and, as the other aspect, 
certain y>hases of consciousness. Note clearly that this is 
merely through carrying further the same process of analysis; 
and that, of the products cf analysis, neither can claim 
priority or superior valiility to the other. They are strictly 
co-ordinate : each is as real us the other The true realitv 
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is'the man with which the analysis starts : no valid product 
of the analysis of that man, through the application of 
rational thought, can he more real than another. 

The question then arises : Given an organism in which 
analysis gives two aspects, complex energy and coinaplex 
consciousness, from what have these been evolved by an 
evolution which is selective, synthetic, and cosmic or deter- 
minate? PVom the nature of the case, the^Jbodily aspect is 
that of which alone we can have objective knowledge.) We 
tiace the evolution backwards and find, in our interpreta- 
tion thereof, simpler and simpler organisms, until the organic 
passes into the inorganic. We find the energy less and less 
complex as we look back through the vista of the past. And 
what about the other aspect? Does it not seem reasonable 
to suppose that, no matter what stage we seUa t, analysis 
would still disclose the two asi)ecls? (That witli the simpler 
modes of nervc-eneigv there would go simpler modes of 
consciousness, atid tliat with infra ncural niud('. of enctgy 
there would l>e infra oon^ i(ju.sness, or tltal tVoiii which <'on 
sciousness as we know il has arisen in pro< ess of evolution? 
This is admiltedly speculative. But is it ijIogi(\il? 

us return, however, fiuiiV this speculative excursion, to 
emphasize again the fact thatkfor monism the organism in 
practical experience is the starting-point ;; tliat it is one and 
indivisible, though it has different aspects, which may be 
distinguished in analytic thought ; and that these aspects 
are strictly co-ordinate — neither is before nor after the othetr. 

Opposed to such a view are — (i.) the hypothesis of 
materialism, according to which the body is the real sub- 
stance, the mind being one of i|s pn)f)erti( ; and (j.) the 
hypothesis of what may l>e leiined j;sy( iii^m. which is, in 
the wolds of Cl’aiies Kingsley, that “your soul makes your 
body, just as a snail makes its shell/’ that uiiiul is the leahty 
and body the iiieic phenomenal appearaiK e. These views 
depart from the cardinal principle of monism, which is that 
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practical experience is the fountainhead of reality. They 
give to one product of the analysis of this experience a 
validity superior to that of another product of this analysis. 

Now(analytic monism by itself is insufficient and partial.) 
It is open to the criticism that, while professedly monistic, 
it postulates a dual aspect, and is therefore merely dualism 
in disguise. Jlut this criticism falls to the ground when this 
analytic monism is taken in association with the monistic 
theory of kno\tledge and the monistic interpretation of 
nature and of man. (Monism must be judged as a whole^:or 
not at all. Its cardinal tenets arc '.-Trhat nature is one and 
indivisible, and is explicable on one method, the method of 
knowledge; that experience is one and indivisible, though we 
may distinguish its subjective and objective as[ie(:ls ; that 
man is one and indivisible, though our analysis may disclose 
two strongly contrn.^ted aspects, body and mind. It r»;n- 
tends that man in both aspects, biological and jn.ychological, 
is the product an evolution that is tme and (ontinuous ; 
an(\ combining the results of its theory of knowledge with 
those of its analysis of man, it idenlilies the mind, as a 
i)roduct of evolution, with the subject, as given in expe- 
rience.!; 

There is one lurther result of the analysis of experience 
upon which I must brieily touch in bringing these 

to a ccmclusion. (Monism regards nature atid 
experience as one and indivisible, and all apparent dualism, 
as a dualism of aspect, distinguishal>le in thought, but 
indls ;oluble in existence.) It contends, as I have endeavoured 
to show, that the individual mind r)n the one hand, and the 
cosmos on the oihcr band, are alike [u oducts of an evolutit wi 
which is oik; and contmuuus. -n hotii tiie products whn h 
wc thu; disliirguish we Imd a synthesis which seic' (ive 
and determinate. Kiufiipraliy, that is as far as wc am 
justified m g<jing, Empiiifaliy we must ju->i ac( epl this 
continuous and progressive synthesis as the ultimate con 
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elusion of science. But it is characteristic of man'^s a 
thinker that he is seldom able to stop here. He is con- 
strained to take one further step in his analysis ; and it only 
remains for me to indicate the nature of this final step as 
viewed in the light of a monistic philosophy. The selective 
synthesis of the cosmos, which we call evolution, is regarded 
as the manifestation, under the conditions of time and 
space, of an underlying activity which is the ultimate cause 
thereof. This underlying activity is not a product of 
evolution ; it is that in and through which evolution is 
rendered possible. In like manner the selective synthesis 
of my mind, which we term its natural development, is 
regarded as the manifestation, under the conditions of time 
and space, of an underlying activity, one in existence with 
and yet distinct in analysis from that of the cosmos at large, 
-/rhis underlying activity, which is the ultimate essence of 
my individual personality, is not a product of evolution ; it 
is that in and through which the evolution of my conscious- 
ness is rendered possible. Object and subject are thus the 
correlative modes of manifestation of an underlying activity, 
one in existence, but none the less fundamentally distinct 
in aspect. 

The (juestions briefly considered in these Prolegomena 
have been recently (1903) discussed at length by Prof. 
C. A. Strong, in a work entitled Why the Mind has a 
Body, He reaches the conclusion that the reality- -the 
thing in itself — underlying experience and knowledge is 
consciousness. Those who believe that, amid all the 
multifarious differentiations of noumenal existence, the 
most fundamental, for human experience and thought, 
is that into the diverse aspects of subject and object, 
mind and not mind — those, I say, who have been led to 
such a metaphysical interpretation will find it impossible to 
accept the view that one of these differentiated aspects has 
preserved all the reality which the other has wholly lost. 
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CHAPTER I. 

THE WAVE OF CONSCIOUSNESS. 

T DO not propose to begin by defining consciousness. 

Any deliiiftion would be found, when analysed, to 
involve a direct reference to primary experience. I shall 
therefore assume that my reader has this primary expe- 
rience ; that he is conscious, and that he knows what T 
mean when f say that he is conscious. And I ask him to 
verify in his own experience the preliminary statements 
which I make in this chapter. The first of these is, that we 
are only directly aware of present states of consciousness. 
1 use the word ‘‘present,” not in its abstract sense of an 
ideal boundary between past and future, but as descriptive 
of .1 short but not inappreciable period of time. I shall 
speak of this sho^t period of time as the moment of con- 
sciousness. 'J'his phrase, as used in this work. Is descriptive 
of the short period which constitutes the }icw of conscious- 
ness. We are only directly aware, I repeat, of that which 
transpires within the moment of consciousness. This may, 
however, seem to be contrary to experience. It may be 
objected that consciousness deals not only with the piesent 
but also with the past and with the future ; that this, indeed, 
is one of its distinctive features. But a little consideration will 
enable us to sec that the past or the future must be made 
present to xonsciousness through memory or anticipation. 
The recollection of this moUi'.ig^s breakfast is a present 
state of consciousness ; and the expectation of to-morrow’s 
sunrise is also a present stace of consciousness. That is to 
say, in strict phraseology, consciousness^ does not deal with 
the past or the future, but with repiesentations of past or 
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future events. And these representations occur the 
present moment of consciousness. 

The next thing to notice is, that in each present moment 
there is sequence and change. The question has been 
raised whether, in the absence of such change, we can be 
conscious at all, — whether such change is not one of the 
primary conditions of consciousness. We need not here 
discuss this question. It is sufficient that for ordinary 
practical experience, in any moment of consciousness psychi- 
cal states are constantly coming into being, and passing 
away, and are continually changing as they [jass. Repeat 
aloud some familiar lines of poetry, and stop suddenly after 
any word in the course of your recitation. You will be 
conscious of the last words you have uttered just fading 
away, and of new words, not yet uttered, hut, as we say, on 
the tip of the tongue, just coming into f'onsriousness. So 
too in hearing a familiar piece of music, one h'cls (he 
coming harmonies before they are played. Kix your eyes 
upon any word near the middle of this ])age ; that word is 
sharp, clear-cut, and well-defined in vision. Other words 
near it, above and below as well as on cither side, are 
visiuic, but not clearly defined. I'he rest of the page is also 
visible, and jjrobably a good deal more besides, but only 
dimly and in hazy outlines. Now read on doiviy. Your 
consciousness w'ill pass on from word to word ; but you 
will, I think, be aware of the coming words, which are, so to 
speak, dawning upon consciousness, and of the words you 
have jusi read waning out of consciousness. Ask some one 
to read aloud rapidly from a well-printed page, and as he 
does so slip a piece of blank paper over the text. lie will 
read six or seven words beyond that whicli he was pro- 
nouncing when the page was covered. In turning over fur 
a [)ianist, you must do so more or kss in advance of the 
clioids he is actually playing. 

^The moment of consciousness thus embraces a psychical 
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wave* with a summit or crest of clear conscious7ie5s^ a short 
rising slope of dawning consciousness, and a longer falling 
slope of waning consciousness. This is very diagrammati- 



a summit or crest of clear conscLcusnest 

Fig. I. 

cally represented in Fig. 1 . The wave of consciousness is 
supposed to be proceeding from left to right along words 
printed below it ; and when caught by the instantaneous 
photography of thought, the word “clear” occupies the 


(Pape) 

a summit or crest of clear coasciousnjess. 

# 

( Fuge) 


Fig. 2 

summit .)f the wave ; the word “ consciousness ’ is just 
rising or dawning; and the words “a summit or crest of” 
are waning out of consciousness. This is a longitudinal 
section of the wave. log. 2 represent s a plan of the wave ; 
a^id if we take a transverse section at 1 glU angles to the 
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line of flow (along the dotted line in the plan), we“ shall 
have tliat wliich is represented in Fig. 3. Here we do not 

of course see the waxing and 
waning of the constituent parts 
f of the wave, hut we have a 

I I diagram riiatic representation 

/ I of the fact that there are less 

I 1 intense lateral elements in 

/ V consciousness, that exist along- 

y V side of those which constitute 

. the crest of the wave. As 

f ^ ^ vve read, the words in the line 

our eye is following occupy 
successively the summit of the 
psychical wave. In Fig. 3 the word “clear” occupies, 
as before, the summit of the wave. But our eye is also 
being affected by the lines above and below, and by the rest 
of the page. We do not generally notice this, because it is 
of no practical importance in everyday life. For us, as 
students of psychology, it is important. We must clearly 
grasp the fact that in any moment of consciousness, there 
are in addition to and alongside the dominant elements 
constituting the summit of full clear consciousness, dimly 
felt elements which may have little or no direct connection 
with those dominant elements. These we will speak of as 
subconscious ; and I beg the reader to satisfy himself in his 
own experience of the reality of the existence of. these sub- 
conscious elements. As I write, I am dimly aware of the 
ticking of the clock, of the plash of rain against the window, 
of the position of my body, of the pressure of my clothes, 
of the scent and taste of a cigarette, of an incipient head- 
ache, and of much besides. All these ixre merely subcon- 
scious, and subconscious in different degrees. 

As the validity of many ol the arguments in this book 
depend upon the real existence of subconscious elements in 
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the piychical wave, I will further illustrate my meaning in 
another way and in other phraseology, which, together with 
that of “ the wave of consciousness,” 1 shall have frequent 
occasion to employ. My further illustration is that from 
vision, — in most of us the dominant sense. If we fix our 
eyes on any distant object, such as a church spire or clump 
of trees, this is in the focus of vision ; but it is set in the 
midst of a wide visual field. The focus shades off into and 
is surrounded b^ a margin, in which the objects, instead of 
being clear-cut and well-defined, like the church spire or the 
clump of trees, are dim and blurred in outline. The focus 
here answers to the summit or crest of the psychical wave ; 
the margin to its subconscious body, comprising all the rest 
of the wave other than the crest. Now, although this illus- 
tration is based on vision, it is applicable to consciousness 
generally. TJiose who have an ear for, and some little 
knowledge of, n\iisic, can, when they are listening to a four- 
[»art song, focus their attention on the treble, alto, tenor, or 
hass, making that the dominant theme, and allowing the 
other parts to be marginal. For the ordinary listener, the air 
is focal, the other parts marginal. Music, which so often 
gives us a leading theme, vocal or other, and its setting or 
accompaniment, iifords indeed an excellent illustration of. 
what I am seeking to enforce, — that in addition to what is 
focal in consciousness (the theme) there is much that is 
subconscious or marginal (the accompaniment). And this 
I repeat is true not only of vision or of hearing, but of 
consciousness in general. I take a walk in the country with 
a fiK ?Kl, and we are discussing the relation of music to 
poetry. This is our theme ; it is focal to our consciousness ; 
the points in the discussion rs they arise successively 
occupy the crest of the psychical wave. But there is plenty 
of accompaniment ; there is much body to the wave. A 
thousand sights, scents, sounds, all breathing the life of 
spring; tht^ soft yet invigorating air; the tingling of the 
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muscles to the exercise, — all these form a delightful lietting 
to the theme, a margin to the focus, a body to the wave ot 
consciousness. And ^ny one of these subconscious ele- 
ments may by increased intensity rise at any moment into 
dominance, and occupy the crest of the wave (jr the focus 
of consciousness.) My friend, tor example, who is a keen 
naturalist, stops in the middle nf his sentence to point out 
some rare bird which has caught his attention. Often 
wdten one is reading or listening to a discourse, there is an 
underciirnait of sultconsciousness, wholly unconnected with 
the subject of the ])Ook or th(i lecture; pre.sently this may 
rise unbidden, and monopolise the w^ave crest ; and one 
finds that the words over which the eye has been travelling, 
Of which have been falling upon the car, have suggested 
nothing definite and rememberable. They have merely 
entered the margin of consciousness, the focus being other 
wise occupied. 

In riding a bicycle slight movements of the handle are 
constantly necessary. But the skilful rider spinning along a 
good road guides the machine automatically or unconsciously, 
as we are w^ont to say, — subconsciously, as w^e should more 
correctly say. In all matters of skill, when it is well- 
established, the mere carrying out of the skilled action is 
marginal and subconscious, focal consciousness being con- 
centrated on the end to be attained, or on .some particular 
factor in the process. The swordsman wlio had to focus 
his attention on, and exerci.se fully conscious oontrol over 
each several parry, would soon succumb to his better trained 
antagonist in w'hom all this is a matter of organised habit 
carried out subconsciously. His attention is focussed on 
his adversary’s sword-point. I would ask tlie reader, w'ho is 
a billiard-player, or cricketer, or a player of lawn-tennis — in 
fact of any game requiring skill — to exercise a little sclf- 
nbserv^ltion in the matter. He w ill, if I mistake not, be able 
lo Verify the truth (jf my us:iertion, ihatiliis focal conscious- 
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ness constantly fixed on some salient point of the skilled 
action, while the application of the skill to that salient and 
focal point is marginal ; and, further, that this marginal 
exercise of the skill is not really unconscious, but is sub- 
conscious/ He who kicks a goal at football rivets his 
attention on striking the hall precisely there and thus ; all 
the rest is marginal to his consciousness. 

Note then the complexity of the wave of consciousness. 
We are loo ai)t In psychology to pay attention solely to 
focal consciousness, omitting all reference to the great body 
of marginal subconsciousness. But this is a great mistake. 
The focal consciousness very often is what it is in virtue 
of the subconscious margin in which it is set. '.The dawn- 
ing elements of the psychical wave, the waning elements, 
and all the marginal elements, form parts of any present 
state of consciousness, and are more or less instrumental in 
determining its nature.^ 1 shall employ the phrase “state 
of consciousne.ss to describe all that is comprised in the 
psychi'^al wave in any moment of consciousness. 'I'his 
eml)races not only the focal constituent, but a greater or 
less Tiuni])er of marginal constituents, which form the 
ncculiai setting oi the focus in the moment of con.sciousness 
in question. At different times in the same individual, 
and presuTr»ably in different individuals, the states of 
('onscioiisness whose succession constitutes the onward - 
flowing wave, vary considerably in com])lexity and in 
intensity. In moments of (piiet concentrated thought the 
slates '>f consciousness are relatively homogeneous and 
simpkv In moments of distraction and of bustling excite- 
ment they are heterogeneous and complex. "^When we 
languidly let our thoughts wander ^ulher and thither with- 
out aim or purpose, the states of consciousness are of low 
intensity ; but in moments of keen excitement, of breathless 
interest, or of strenuous thought, the intensity is much in 
creased, In the psychical wave, intensity may be represented 
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by llio height of the wave rest, above the ba^e liiR? #hi(:h i:; 
termed the “tlireshold of consciousness ; ” complexity, by 
its width, or the number of constituent elements in the state® 
of consciousness embraced by the wavc.^ 

The phraseology in which 1 have endeavoured to ex[)ress 
some of the observable facts of consciousness, is l)ase(l on 
that method of diagrammatic or graphic n^presentalion 
which has l)eon found of conspi( nous a^ssislance wheia'ver 
it has been cmploycil ; I mean the um) of eurves. And 
now we may proceed to give to our nirvLt its simplest 
geometrical expression. In Fig. .p tin* horizontal line 
lepresents the threshold of consciousiu^ss, lln‘ vertical line a 
scale by which the intensity of fVx'al oi marginal elements in 



loi’ iousness may (le mea iind 1'}:,' scleral elenienn: 
whiih go t': the cian})osition of a state of conscit »:isnc\s.s 
thij..- ;.:-!> ad out al(»ng the cinvc in ordt-i of thcii intendt) , 
irmi the t(K:al constituent‘s of maximum intciisity tQ ll);- 
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elements near the e^dreme edge nr point of origin 
of the curve, hardly rising at all above the tluesluild of 
^onsriousness. In this way it is ideally ]H)Ssihle to plot 
down the curve of consciousness. And if in the present 
condition of our knowledge, and for reasons which will l)e 
given directly, it is practically impossible to lepresent with 
anything approaching accuracy either the form of the curve 
f)r its conscious content, — so complex and difticnlt c^f 
analysis is a state (?f consciousness, — yet this docs not si ow 
that the method of representation is false in principle. I'he 
(picstion is not whether the method can at present he 
ai)[)lied with complete exactitude, but whether as a method 
ii is right in i)rinciple. 1 am convinced that in princi{)le it 
is light. 1 believe that, if we fail to recognise that then* is 
such a curve ot c()nscionshess, that there is a margin Id 
cor^;^iousness as well as the focus, we shall find that the 
solution of some of the problems of psychology presents 
difticnlt ios which are almost if not (phte insuperable. 

Ihit why cannot we apply the method with anything 
approacliing ac'curaey? In the first place, it is difficult to 
estimate focal intensity; in the second place, it is quite im- 
possible, I think, to estimate the relative intensities of the 
miuginal eUMuenls. Directly we endeavour reflectively to 
bring any jjortion of the ha/y marginal region into the clear 
light of foi'.al (’onscioiisness, \\c inevitably find that llie 
iiu\K;Ure o*' oiir siK'ce.ss is also the measure of our failure, 
iini itly we begin to examine and measure any part of tlu' 
margin, it thereby ceases to be marginal and becomes focal. 
In the full light of clear consciousnes* it must ikxmIs seem 
other than it was when it lurked in the dim shadowy region 
(if subconsci()U'au‘Ss. \Vc* :)hall fnd this a great source of 
difficulty in some of tlie inv(‘stig.itiv')ns into the nature of our 
conscious states, which are t«'v follow^ m thi. Iiook. More- 
over, the. state oi consciousness as experier.ced 's a complex 
s^iiihctic product not yet analysed, (j he ps .’chi^ al wave in 
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the moment of consciousness is one and indivisib,*e. The 
focal element, the dawning elements, the waning elements, 
the subconscious accompaniment, all fuse into one state of 
consciousness, from which no element could be omitted with- 
out altering its identity and making it other than it is. 
Tt is only*l)y a process of introspectmi, or looking within 
at the workings of our own ronscioiisnt^ss, that we can gain 
any direct knowledge of psychical processes. Hut all such 
introspection is also ret7vspectio7i. Wel',annot examine the 
psychical wave as it passes ; we can only endeavour to focus 
it, or its constituent parts, in the mental vision, as it iras 
when it was passitn^. ) And here not only is memory apt to 
play us tricks, but, as before noticed, the act of focussing a 
marginal constituent thereby makes it other than it was. 

'I'he constant changes which the psychical wavt^ undergfM.'s 
increase the difficulty of accurately representing it at any 
one phase of its unceasing onward progress in time. For 
the wave never pauses, but must ever pass on through new 
changes to new developments. As we read the page of a 
hook, fresh words and ideas are successively dawning, 
rising to the summit, and waning. The same is true when 
we throw aside the hook, and abandon ourselves to a train 
of reverie, (j’he wave of consciousness constantly flows on, 
lifting now these, now those, representations of past or fnturt* 
events to its summit, and letting them sink gently down its 
backward slo[)e into oblivion. Even when we look moodily 
out of window, and watch the rain falling continuously 
against the same dull background of leaden cloud, tin: wave 
of consciousness is not arrested. We merely [)lacc ourselves 
under such conditions that the wave ot consciousness 
during succeeding moments remains practically identical in 
I ontenl. {The state of consciousness remains the same, 
only in the sense that the rain seeni.s to remain the same 
oerr^bse there is a constant succession of similar rain- 
drops. , 
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There is one more cliaracterislic of the wave of conscious- 
ness that remains to be noticed. We have seen that/ the 
Wave is complex, with focal and duly subordinated marginal 
constituents ; and we have seen that in its ceaseless onward 
progress in time it is continually undergoing change, so that 
it seldom remains identical in content for more than a few 
moments in succession. We have now to draw attention to 
tlie fact that in allots changes during its f)nward course in 
lime it preserves its unity or individuality. Continuity of 
the psychical wave is unquestionably a characteristic of our 
conscious experience,^, which must neither be neglected nor 
sirned over. In wliat then does this continuity consist? 
When we are reading rlipidly and with interest, or wh(m in 
reverie we arc reviewing an exciting or amusing scene, 
ihe focal constituents of the wave are constantly changing. 
It is not here, I think, that we must look for that which 
gives continuity to the wave as a whole. Il is rather in the 
marginal body of the wave that we should seek those 
relatively abiding elements which are carried on from one 
iiionieni into the next, and so on through a whole scries, 
and wliicir thus serve to link the successive phases into a 
continuum. For what is necessary to give continuity to 
anything wiiich is undergoing continual transformation is, 
tluit'ainid the successive change.s of certain jrarts other 
paits are relatively constant an^ abiding.^ Now there would 
seem to be two sets of elements whicli contribute to the 
relatively permanent, and abiding subconscious body of the 
wave of consciousness. First, (there is a group of sul)- 
< onscious elements arising out of the organic condition of 
tlic tissues of the body, which, although it varies according 
as wc are healthy or unwell, fresh or tired, bright or 
depressed, yet retains a considerable ainuuu.t of uniformity. 
While the focal consciousness of the crest of the wave is 
constantly changing, this nrgunii: ^ onliibut' m to its 
marginal body retains a con^ ia'U,y sulliciciU to lorm a 
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partial basis of continuity. Secondly, there is a group of 
subconscious elements arising out of our intellectual and 
moral existence. Among these are our settled piirt)osc in 
life, the ideal to which w'e would attain, our fixed beliefs, 
and healthy fundamental prejudices. All these in man 
contribute very largely to that continuity of conscious 
cxistence^of which every one of us has daily exi)ericnce. 

"J'herc is, however, another important inode of linkage of 
state to state in consciousness. We have seen that(a more 
or less rapid succession of focal elements occupy successively 
tlie crest of the wave ; and it is clear that when any one of 
tliese is succeeded by that which follows, it ceases to exist 
as a focal stale. But it docs not disafpear out of conscious- 
7i€ss. It is carried on as a marginal element.) 'fhis we may 
represent diagrammatically thus : — 

A n C D E F, . 
a b r d e, Ai . 
a h c d, \ ^ . 

Here A U C are su( cessive focal elements, P.ut A when it 
ceases to be local is carried on a- a, and a, into the marginal 
region of consciousness. So that when Vj is focal, d and t 
are still hovering in the margin, and lending to give con- 
tinuity to the phases in which C 1) aiirl K arc fo('al. 1) IC 
h\ E h (1, and so on, arc similarly bound together ; and in 
general, throughout any scries of successive phases, con- 
tinuity is maintained by the constant ranging on of focal 
elements into the margin. 'Hu's diagiammalic uprcscnta- 
lion is, of (ouise, far sim[>lcr than even our simplest 
experiences. When we arc reading a paragiaph, we cany 
with us to the end the gist of the preceding sentences. In 
tlie climax of an interesting play, we retain in the margin of 
our consciousness the main drift of all the preceding scenos. 
f States of v,onsciousness arc enormously complex, and there 
1 ^ ro.'in for much marginal matter in the broad hotly of the 
[ravehiicJ wave.) 



TMK WAVK Of CONSC:iC»USNI,^,S 

I'.ru)i^L;h Iki jiow hucii said to ^ive a jncliminn 
c’ption of what has been termed the wave; of eonseiuusness. 

I am desirous that it should be; clearly grasped how very 
onnplex a state of c.onscioiisness is ; atuJ, yet with an 
uideily complexity, such that we might express the relative 
intensities of the <;:or ,Jitu<Mit elements in a curve, d hese 
C(.>mplex states arc constantly changing as the wave of 
eonseiousn(;ss Hows onwards in time ; \)nt amid all these 
clianges tliere is a* ('ontinuity, tlie natun.; of which I have 
endeavoured to t;xplain. 'I'he expiaiialion as it siands may 
vt;ry likely st;em inadequate. ]>uL we h-ive at present ( niy 
just made a beginning of our irliidy (A the wave oi 
e- r a iv.u.tsncss. 
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CHAPTER II. 

THE PHYSIOLOGICAL CONDITIONS OF 
CO NSC 10 USNESS. 

I T is now a matter of familiar knowledge that the living 
body cotUains, and is largely composed of, a complex 
substance or group of substances called protoplasm, which 
is found in all the tissues, such as muscle, bone, or nerve. 
The protoplasm is found in minute particles of various 
shapes, termed cells ; and of these cells or their products 
all parts of the body are formed. Within the cells, during 
hf<.', chcmi(Mt ('hanges of a s[)e('ial and romplicatcd natme 
take {)hc c ; and associated with llu'se (hciiiiial changes 
there arc tr.insrormations of energy, of great deluaey and 
complexity. Jlut notwithstanding the s))ec:ial nature of the 
prr'>;ui)lasmic substance, and the com^>licatcd character of 
the ceaseless transformations or energy, it nevertheless 
remains true that, so far as the body is concerned, all that 
it does or suffers belongs to the category of occurrenees in 
the material w(nk], — the world with which pliysical and 
])hysiological sciciu e have to deal. Odom the '[)hysical 
point of view life is ;in orderly, or ]>crha])s we had i)etter 
say co-ordinated, se(|uen('e of Iransformaliuns t)f energy. 
In the living body a particular kind of m.Uler is thrilling 
with a peculiar and coiujilc.x stuies of molecular ( hanges/ 
'The special conditions under which a living organism cuii- 
hnues to perform its [>iopcr activities are sometimes spoken 
(.if^as the conditions of vitality. 

(\vhen tile body dies nothing material is taken from it, 
bM tiu, ordcily sa(iueneeoi tiansf(»i majioie i-nergy cease;., 
'i he e. dinaled eheinical and [jhysieai ( hange.^^ which are 
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chari!tteristic of life stop ; flie inoverncnts are no longer 
seen, the conditions of vitality no longer obtain, J For 
a while the substance seems to undergo no obvious change, 
but then decay sets in ; : the elaborate chemical materials 
undergo decomposition, ' and the body moulders away. 
The products of this decomposition are still material ; and 
the mouldering of the body neither adds anything to, nor 
takes anything from, the world’s store of matter. And 
though the orderly sequence of transformations of energy 
ceases at death, and gives place ere long to the new series 
of changes which accompany decay, nothing is abstracted 
from the world’s store of energy, nothing annihilated. Tlic 
death of the body is a change of state or condition of its 
substance, and its decay is a further change of state or 
condition of its constituent molecules.} d'hus the living 
body, far as its matter and its energy is concerned, 
l)':longs to the physical world. 

Accompanying some of the transformations of energy, or 
molcdilar changes in the body or some j^art of it, there are 
states of consciousr :ss. These must be carefully distin- 
guished from occurrences in the physical series of events, 
imagination and fancy, love and hate, shame and remor.si:, 
ad/niratioii and i)ity, judgment and inference, — these are 
l)sy<'hical states, not physical events.) Each of us ex- 
periences them for himself. However convinced 1 maybe 
that mv lieighboiir experiences states of consciousness 
similar to those of which I am myself aware, I liave no 
direct and immediate acciuamtance with any consciousness 
but my ciwn. It is with such slates of consciousness that 
j»sychol(;gy has to deal. But inasmuch as these p>sychical 
states are associated with a physical organism, coniparative 
] psyc hology must jjay attention to the. nature and conditions 
of the associatic^n. 

(Grouping togc^'thei se<pienl states ol consi ionimcss uudei 
u compreher ave t( rm antithetical to ‘‘ the body,” we lie* 
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qiiently speak of them as pertainin^^ to “ the mind.” dVhat 
is this mind? 'Fhe answer of empirical psychology to tliis 
question is : (Tlie wave of consciousness constitutes the 
mind. > From other standpoints this answer may be imper- 
fect or incomplete, but for descriptive or empirical psycho- 
logy it is sufficient. All that we have direct experience of is 
the psychical wave in tlic moment of consciousness. When 
once it has passed, any j)articular [)hase of the psychical 
wave has no more existence than last yeaFs roses, or than 
the air waves started by my voice live minutes since. Its 
effects may remain, I'ujt itself has ceased to exist. 

Of course, in rellcotion on my own past life, and on tlic 
lives of those around me, I apply the term “mind” not 
merely to the psychical wave at any moment of consciims- 
ncss, but to the wave of consciousness in its totality. I 
thus speak of llu- ])roducls of Shakcspeaie's mind, iht 
development I't my children’s minds, the dc})iavity «>( 
Nero’s nund, and so forth. 'There is nothin;.^ in this n.uigi , 
liowcv’cr, at variance with the vi(;w that the \\a\r ol (on- 
scioiisness constitutes the mind, and that, when tlu‘ moim'nt 
of ( onsciousness lias passed, th parli' iiLu pha^e ot the 
psychiral wave which constituted the mind at that moment 
lias no longer any existence, tliough its effects may remaind 

We sometimes speak <if ideas being retained in 01 by the 
mind. Hut it is floar that on the psychological \ii'\v licic 
])Ul f'lward, this is not an aecair.uc ukaIc of exjm'ssion, 
thouc,h it suffices Ici the needs <jf [)ra« 1 i(a,l int( r‘ ('nr.,e. 

^^Ideas cannot be rcl.iincd in or by [>hascs ot the wave that 
liave ceased rxi.si. Nor assuredly aie IIktc r'jtaim.-d in 
any existing phase all the ideas of all pre-existing j»!uea.s. 
\Vcre this so, the wave would soon reach a state of com 
pl»:xity, which would not only be hoigelessly bewildering in 
th' msmicnt of eonsc iousiusss-, but would as'airt‘dl\' dc'fy 
a'!’, .(g(mij)l at Iiologa jl .m.il\M>. lit ,U'a<( ol i(h ., Vv«' 
livoo u ‘MeCidi to mind ” the idea^ whieli t li.iuu lerised 
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pre-e<tisting phases. This phrase “recall to seems to 

imply that the ideas which are thus brought to mind in re- 
membrance have to be fetched from somewhere outside the 
mind. But ideas are states of consciousness. How then can 
they exist outside the mindPj'- But do they so exist outside 
the mind ? The negative answer which we must give to 
this question seems at first sight to increase ()ur difficulties, 
but in reality paves the way for their removal. 

I said just now that when once it has passed, any phase 
of the psychical wave no more continues to exist, as such a 
)j]iase, than last year’s roses, or than the tones of my voice 
which made the air vibrate five minutes ago. But if the 
rose-tree which l)ore tin* roses sliall continue to live and 
to flourish, fresh roses may bloom next summer ; and if I 
and my vocal chords remain, the tones of my voice may 
again disturb the air. We do not say that last year’s roses 
are retained in the rose bush to bloom again next year , but 
we say that so long as tin. tree lives and is healthy, roses 
will be reproduced under ajqiropriatc conditions. So too 
m the case of repioduction of ideas. So long as 1 live' and 
am healthy, ideas may be leproduced under appropriate 
' unditions. In a word, we sectii to lie thrown iiack upon 
organic conditions as the most probable basis foran explaiia- 
lioo (.)f the so-called retention of ideas. The ideas as such 
have ceased to e.xisl ; but the organic stiuclure has been 
'Modified in such a way that under the needful conditions 
siMiilai ideas will be again prodtu ed. 'I'he reproduction (d 
id(xisis thus, on this hyjxahesis, associated with an organi(. 
[Moccss ; and hciK'e wc may say t.h ’C^one of the conditions 
ol the orderly manifestations of consciousness is the main 
lenaiK'e of the integrity of the bodily organisationy 

'fhere can be little question that, in man and mammal the 
brain, or some part of it, is the specializes seat of consi ious- 
ins ij I'Vnm all [larts of tfu surface of Me* hod) , nom 
eai, nose, and palate, (loiii the museks, j^iints, and iiiteinal 
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viscera, tlicrc run nerves — ingoing or afferent nerves — Which 
eventually are in coininiinication with the brain. ('Fhese 
nerves arc the channels along which waves of molecular 
change (impulses) may be transmitted to the ncrve centres.J* 
At theiroutcr ends there are special cells whichare sodclicately 
constituted that their molecular equilibrium is readily upset. 
In the retina of the eye there are cells which thrill to thc^ 
impact of waves of light ; in the ear are cell^ which respond 
to the sound-vibrations of the air ; in the nose and mouth 
arc cells which have their equilibrium disturbed by the 
vibrations which wc interpret as smells and tastes ; in the 
skin are cells which respond to the contact of solid or fluid 
bodies, and others which thrill to the stimulation of heat or 
cold. When any of these arc stimulated, (impulses are t)ro- 
pagated along the nerves with which these cells are connected, 
and thus disturbances are set up in the nerve-centres of the 
brain. ) As the result of these disturbances, other im])ulses 
are transmitted down other nerves — outgoing or efferent 
nerves — to muscles which are thus stimulated to contraction, 
or to glands which arc stimulated t'.« sccrcHon. / 

It is generally believed, as the result of many observation‘s 
and experiments, that! no consciousness accompanies tiic 
transmission of impulses along the nerves , but that when 
the molecular thrill reaches the brain, or some [urt of it 
([)robably the cerebral hemispheres), there consciuusness 
emerges. One of the conditions of consciousness, therefore, 
seems to be the occurrence of certain molecular vibrations 
or disturbances in certain specialised nerve f cntres within 
the cerebral heniisphcrcs.N 'The fart that it lakes an a})prcci- 
able and rneasureablc tiinc for impulses to be transmitted, is 
prettily illustrated by a series of instantaneous jiholographs, 
in Mr Muybridge’s collection, of a girl pouring ice-cold 
water (. ^er another girl silling in a bath. In the first photo- 
grap»5. !hc girl stands with the Imclaa, ami is just hcginniue. 
to poiii. In tile second phologiaph she lias emptied the 
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biu:l«et. The girl in the bath is quite surrounded and 
covered with ice-cold water. But she has not moved a 
muscle. She is sitting in exactly the same attitude as in the 
first photograph. The ice-cold water has stimulated the 
nerve-ends ; but no contraction impulse has yet reached the 
muscles. In a third photograph the girl is leaping from the 
hath. Her face a[)ptiars to he the index of somewhat forcible 
‘ slates of consciousness, the iced water bring somewhat 
unexpected. * 

I'he rate of transmission of the nervous impulse has been 
ll\c subject of much careful measurement. It travels along ‘ 
a nerve at the rate of about 100 feet in a second. Ihit if 
it has to pass through the brain the rale is slower ; and if 
there is choice involved, much .slower still. 

What may be the nature of the connection between the 
molecular changes in these nerve-centres and the states of 
consciousness which accompany them is a problem which 
has been eagerly discussed. According to the view which is 
most commonly held, and which is taught to most of us in 
childhood, before w • are at all capable of understanding the 
nature of the problem, the mind and the body are quite 
different and eventually separable existences. The body is 
the mere macliine in and by means of which ihe mind 
works. ^'I'he mind, therefore, animates ihe body, and plays 
tlie part of engineer to the organic engine.'/ But during 
life tb» nature of the connection is such that the mind, 
though It uses and must use the body as its instrument, is 
constantly hampered by its association with gross matter ; 
and death at last sets free the fuind or soul from the 
restrictions of the flesh. Now it is not my province here to 
deal with this matter from any other point of view than that of 
empirical psychology. Fronj this point of view the molecular 
changes in the nerve centres are merely the concomitants or 
physiological conditions of the mental processes. Thus in 
common padanre the mind is said to act upon the body 
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ihroui;]! the nerve centres, and the ])ody to react the 
mind tliroiigli the same instruincnlality. And if it be held 
that, (^during life, all mental processes have their physiological 
concomitants, it is clear that these physiological concomi- 
tants, namely th(‘ molecular changes in nerve centres, would, 
if completely ascertained, afford an accurate index of tht' 
mental processf*s,) For psychology, then, this dnalistic solution 
of the problem comes to this, that( physiological and psychi- 
cal prtKesses are distinct and separate modes of existence, 
but that during life every change of the one is the strictly 
parallel concomitant of a change of the otiier) 2 * 

According to another, the monistic, solution of the pro- 
blem, c the j)hysiological and psychical proctfsses, though 
distinguishable, are indivisible. They an^ not separate 
existences temporarily associated during life, but different 
ways of regarding the same natural occurrences.^ Wlieroas 
according to tMUjiirical tlualism, llu* (‘iiivtf by moans of 
which we might represent any given state of consciousness 
is precisely similar to a second curve hy which we might 
rej,i(.*senl those concomitant brain-changes, whatever they 
may be,^ which are assumed to be the invariable accom- 
panimgnts of the state of consciousness; according to 
monism there is but one curve, which, regarded from one 
aspect, is j)sy('inral, and regarded from the other aspect is 
j^hysiological. It is cUtar that, as a matter of psychologic al 
inlcrptclation, llie (lifrnrenres between these two solutions, 
which are symI)oli/ed diagrammatically in log. 5, are not 
w'orth niiarrelling alxmt, lunvevor imjiortant tiny may l»t‘ as 
a rnattor of gcimul philosophy. 

Ado])ting this hvj)Othesis, lin n, ght: curve whic h i{*pre 
..ent*^ a slate o{ cjonsoiohsness ma> also be taken to rt'preseut 

ihis '.soil' iini (jritl '-fK'ri.cl ly vvilh {jII) pt:ychoI»>!j> , 

Ue lilt:-, knowlc'lgp That vve^ h ivr (.n tfii rnarter cannot be- di . 

cuc-o i o'd tlio .similarity (or idc-ntily) ot the phy^ioloc-ncal ami lice 
at v'v.rve must Lic k-ti as an Assumption. 
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a r()%\istenl stale of physiolo^'ical chan^^c whieh exists, 
coincideiUly in the brain./ Let us however be quite clear 
® as to what is meant by such a curve. 



A. 1 1 r M,i ft /'vjv f'/i .:/ Cuf :'t\ b. PJt\ <iio1oyJ, a! Cuyrr 

I, M . . Vfv M . ft. P.s'Vi <t</'t'< / of /be C/tr, r. 

b. / ifspeet of the i'utw'. 

Al an\ nioinenl. of our wakin;^ life there are [lOuring in 
uimi Uu hcrvc rrnlrLS of tlie brain afferent impulses, tiau'^- 
milled ftoiii all tlie sensitive parts of the body through the 
ill;.'; an-.’; nerve, ehannels. When these impulse's rere-li the 
tower ' TO -ei'ulres they are ro ordinatt d. and tlieir net 
lesiiU 7 arc, or may lx*, handed on to the ceirbral iiemispheiiss, 
\v}ic;c t(i(‘y uive lise to molei'ular di^lurbanet's, some ot 
w hi' h .11 <■ eonsi'ious or arc ae(A)mj'ained by eonseio! kuiss. 
'I’he iiatme of tlu’se mohaailar distiirb.inci*s, as sueli, ii is 
not nei ( y tliat we should here disrass. 'I'lie)' may be 
».ompl(*\ vibiatiom, iinaceom|)anied (ly ■. l.cm!(::il diauiie; 
more piobably they involve e}',anp,e^, tif ehemi( al hate with 
a- :oi lated tran-honnation:, of eneip). I slidi liieitdore ,^f)c■ak 
ol e as n.vde'-akn disimbanci:s, 01 as transtorrnalions oi 
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energy, without attempting further to particularixf ihcir 
nature. One characteristic of physiological response to 
stimulus may however be noticed, since it serves to illus- „ 
trate the physiological aspect of the wave of consciousness. 

It has recently been very beautifully demonstrated in the 
electrical discharge of the torpedo-fish, but holds good in 
many other cases.* 'I’he resiiR <if‘a particular stimulus is 
an effect which is mn instantaneous, but lasts an appreciable 
and measureable time. During this appreciable time it is 
not uniform in intensity, but at first rapidly increases to a 
maximum, and then more slowly diminishes. In other words, 
a graphical representation of the physiological effects of a 
stimulus is quite similar in general principle to the curve 
that I gave in Fig, i, as a longitudinal section of the wave 
of consciousness. 

Now' the mass of nerve-centres in the brain is very con 
siclerable, even if we exclude all but the highest centres of 
the cerebral hemispheres ; and during waking life the 
ainoint of molecular disturbance arising from the impul-jes 
coming in through a grtMt number o." afferent nerves, which 
are sliinulated in different degrees, must be very great. 
Moreover, owing to the different degrees of stimulation, and 
the different sensitiveness of the various parts stimulated, 
the molecular disturbances in the cerebral hemisi))ieres 
must vary in ijitcnsity. Tiie higher brain-centres may be 
likened to a piano, in which a number of stretched \virt\s 
may be set in vibration with different intensities. The keys 
arc the sensitive ends of tlie afferent nerves, on which the 
objects round us play, now in one way and now in another. 
The character of the musical chords evoked will depend in 
part upon which strings are set in vibration, and in part 
upon the t-elative intensities of the vibrations so caused ; so 

\n i-ion thcr*; is a curious and interestinj,^ reduplicated ctlccl or 
d'jr.i-le v»asu-, with a sinus or trough between the iw’O ciests, which has 
recently be-n uivestigated by M. Charpentier. 
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too the^ character of the states of consciousness evok(id 
through molecular disturbance, will depend in part upon 
ivdiat areas of the nerve-centres are disturbed, and in part 
on the relative intensities of the disturbances due to afferent 
impulses. 

If then we could represent graphically these relative 
intensities of molecular disturbance in the cerebral hemi- 
spheres, wo shoukl^obtain a curve of molecular disturbance, 
which, on the hypothesis of scientific monism, would he 
identical with thf; curve of consciousness ; or, on the 
hypothesis of empirical dualism, would accurately corre- 
sjjfmd to that curve, d'he dominant disturbances would 
■)e those which are fully conscious or focal, and at a 
lower )e\el on the curv(^ would be the suhdom inant 
disturh'auces which are subconscious or marginal. 

but it is exceedingly probable that there are disturbances 
ir* the oerebral hcmis[)heres which, lliongh they are of the 
‘.ame 'caler as thoscj wnich arc conscious or -uhcc.tscious, 
:n«' ol liuensity too low to enaldc them to ciUe»’ consnir)us- 
i, .it all. d'lic-e \ e may term infra-dominant. 'I'hey lie 
in the legion below the threshold f)f consciousness. On the 
hypoihesi'^ of emt'irical dualism, the curve of c^msciousuess, 
whir h rule, parallel with the curve o[ moltM ular disturbance 
down to the thn^sh(dd of coiiscioiisiK'ss, ihoro abruptly 
(•( ases. but what shall we ay of this infra dominant pail 
(c me v' on ihc liypotliesis of scieiuihe. monism, accord- 
ing lO which the rurvt* of molecular di. Uuham'e and that 
ot consciousness ar.“ identical, are 'n fact the sanu^ ( urve 
rec,ardt‘d iroin different a^-'pects ? If wa* say th:\t in \h\^ 
og'ion holow the thn'shold lh«‘0‘ i; a form of ('rmscious 
ness whicli is not even inareeiaiK aiiH'ons<'i()ih-, w*' Sv\-m 
giiij!\’ of a (ontradif lion m u 'ans ; for ilu' i w<' imi'C 
ot nni.oi\s<'ums consc-n msness I - hall ('nd' > an Un .niMvl 
the (lilTi('ulty, and to }eaw‘ tic- maUrr fo intine i on 

sideral.on, h'l ic ti iriinj' tht' wool coiV'^ n ;c r s to ii at 
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whirh lies a])ove the threshold, and by sj^eakin;^'* of that 
which lies below the threshold as infra eonsci( mis. 'hhis 
^infra-conscionsness is, in my view, not merely negative, but 
something ])Ositive and existent^» whnl, for want of better 
terms, we may rail tht^ iK)l-ye4 oj' the noi quite conscious ; 
too low in intensity or in kind to become even maiginally 
subconscious, ami yet of the same onler of existeiu'c as that 
which lies above th(^ tlireshold. but rjlh.ough tins is my 
own view witli regard to the infra^'ornaMons {>art ot the 
curve, the word I cnqdoy u(U's m)t neeessariiy inqny such 
positive existence, and may he read by those who t;o ju-cter 
as simply below the level at which (‘onscionsness comes 
into existcnf:e. 


MoleadarDLifur^anlc^ Fsych ical 



i 

Fig. 6. 

V\e arc now in a position to give in L'raf)hic form the 
oi nioicciilai distinh.inec which is ass.iiriied to hr 
aiercK ui with the curw^ (>\ ‘ on.sc loudness. At the ujtper 
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part oC the curve we liave the doniinant molecular dis- 
turbances, which are psychically fully conscious or focal; 
•beneath this are the sub-dominaut disturbances, which are 
psychically sul)Conscious or marginal ; and beneath this 
again are the infra-dominant disturbances which lie below 
the threshold of consciousness in the infra conscious or 
extra-marginal region. 

(dear, full, or Sneal consciousness is thus, on the vlt-w 
here taken, the concomitant of dominant cerebral (‘l'langr^ 
And now the further (jiiestion arises What are the 
determining conditions of dominance? Obviously this 
(juestion must be answered separately from the [)hysiological 
afid the psychological aspects, 'fhe conditions of dominance* 
of cerebral changes, as such, is a matter of ner\e'physiology, 
and cannot here l>e discussed. d'he conditions of 
fiominance of focal slates of consciousness - impressions or 
ideas — i.s a matter of [)sycliol(>gy, the discussion of which 
we shah take up in the fourth chapter. 

Any adequate discussion of the physiological conditions 
of consciousness is -mpossihle without metaphysical im- 
fili’cations. Aca'ording to curn'iit idcah'stio doctrine, matter 
is phenomenal — merely an appearance in and to cemscious- 
iiess. Ph^'^iological changes in the brain being thus merely 
phenomenal, it seems ridiculous to asseit that they ar»* 
the (’onditions of consi'iousm^ss. It must l>e remembered, 
however, that in th(? Prolegomena the strictly co-ordinate* 
reality for experience and knowledge of the objective and 
subjective aspects — both phenomenal —is a cardinal tenet 
of the monistic view I ncc'cpt. Poll) arc erpially real 
for practical purposes of empirical discussion. In ^on 
sitleriiig the question from the physiological aspei't, tht* 
piactical objective reality is taken as a l)asis. From 
the strictly metaphysical point of view tho inu? under- 
lying reality is the “ thing-in-itself of wh.ch physiological 
and ti'isycbcdo 'icul hai>perung^ the phenomenal niani 
lestations! 
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CHAPTER TIL 

OTHER MINDS THAN OURS. 

0 

A DISTINGUISHING feature of niodcrn psychology is 
the employment of the comparative nit'thod. So long 
as the psychologist restricts himself to the introspective 
study of the workings of his own consciousness, liis conclu- 
sions rest on a basis which, however sure it may appear to 
himself, must be limited by the inevitable restrictions of hi^; 
own individuality. When he compares and correlates his 
own results with those c»f other introspective (►l)s(*rvers, he 
becomes so far a comparative psychologist, and by widen- 
ing his basis renders his conclusions more comprtdicnsive. 
A further stage of the comparative method is reached, when 
he endeavours to correlate the results of introspective psy 
chology with the conclusions reached by the physiological 
study of those nervous processes which are the concomitants 
of psychical slates. On the hypothesis of monism, he is 
thus comparing two wholly different aspects of the sann* 
natural occurrences ; on the hypothesis of dualism, two 
wholly different occurrences, which arc nevertheless in- 
variably associated. In any case, by pnjceeding to this 
comparison, he links his subject with the science of biology 
in a way that has proved eminently helpful to his own 
l)ranch of study. Now, the keynote of modern biology is 
evolution ) and on the hypothesis of scientific monism here 
adopted, though not necessarily on tiiat ofemi)irical dualism, 
we -.t-e n,)l only logically justified in extending our compara- 
tive p-’vchology so as to include within its scope the field of 
/oologival psychology, but we are logicall) bn ind to regard 
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psychological evolution as stiirlly co ordinak* with biological 
evolution. 

I proi)ose to consider in this chapter what we can know of 
* other minds than ours, and how we may gain this know^ 
ledge. It follows from what has just been said, that since 
biological evolution has given rise to individuals of diver- 
gent types of organic structure, there may be — nay, tlieie 
must be— in these divergent biological individuals diver- 
gent types of mii-*l, using the word “ mind ” in the widest 
and most cornprelicnsive sense as embracing all nuxles of 
psychical activity. 'The (jiicstion arises, however, how we 
are to gain acriuaintance with these divergent types ot mind. 
And here we arc met by the fundamental dilliculty which 
comparative psychology, both human and zoological, en- 
counters when it leaves the broad Held of general considcra- 
tions, to enter upon the more particular study of individual 
and concrete cases with divergent possibilities of iiiterpreta- 
non. Foi we have direct and immediate acquaintance 
with no other psyclucal processes than those which we ( an 
study by th(j introspective method in ourselves. Hence 
introspective study must inevitably be the basis and founda- 
U(*n of all comparative psychology. 

1 will endeavour to illustrate the fundamental difficulty of 
('< >mpanitive psychology by means of an analogy. Suppose 
that a ('hronometer were gifted with intelligence and reason, 
and weto to enter upon the study of other lime})ieces, 
al! acf c.'S to their works being inexorably denied it. Jt 
would be able to observe the motions of the hands over the 
dial t>late, and jierliaps gain some hubrmation by attentively 
listening to the internal sounds. Hut when it came to the 
interpic..iiion (.if these observed phenomena, and when it 
attempted to explain their inner causes, the chronometer 
would be forced to frame ah such interpretation and such 
explanation in terms of its own works. Witli no other 
works would it have any acijuaintance. ll wo dd infer, and 
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justly infer under the circumstances, that the works othei 
timepieces were, on the whole, of like nature with those 
which actuated the movements of its own hands over the dial- 
face. There can be no question, moreover, that the more* 
thorough and accurate the accjuaintancc of the chronometer 
with its own works, the more valid would be its inferences 
with regard to the hidden works of other timepieces. For 
example, it might learn by introspection that it possessed a 
mechanism of compensation for changoG of temperature; 
and noticing that in other timepieces the rate of movement 
of the hands varied with the rise or fall of the thermometer, 
it might infer that in them such mechanism was absent. It 
is probable, however, that the chronometer would interpret 
all the phenomena as due to the action of a mainspring, 
since it would necessarily be unacquainted with the impelling 
motive power derived from the descent of heavy weights ; 
and the outflow of energy from the spring would, in its 
interpretation, be regulated by some sort of balance-wheel, 
since the principle of the pendulum would nowhere be 
fo«nd through introspection of its works. 'riuis there 
would be for the chronometer inevitable possibilities of 
ciroi. And although il could do little more than speculate 
ronceining these possibilities, it would certainly be wise in 
refraining from anything like dogmatism concerning the 
insides of other timepieces which it must interpret, 'if it inlcr- 
j>rct at all, in terms of its own chronometer works, but 
which might not impossibly, could it only get at them, 
exhiViit the application of other mechanical principles. 

Now this analogy must eerlainly not be pressed too far. 
It is here adduced to illustrate the fact that just as the 
supposed chronometer would he forced to interpret the me- 
clianisin of other timepieces in terms of its own mechanism, 
so loan is forced to interpret the psycliology of animals 
In terms of human psychology, ^since with this alone he 
has first - hand • acquaintance through the study of the 
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nature yid sequence of his ovvri menial [.)i ucesses. "But it 
will perhaps be said that the analogy is invalidated on the 
[)rinciples I have myself adopted, by the I’act that in animals 
?i knowledge of the organic mechanism, the functional 
activity of which is the objective aspect or correlate of 
psyc hical processes, is not beyond our reach, but is attain- 
able through physiological research. Access to the works of 
other timepieces, at any rate from the objective side, is, it 
may be said, not ii*xorably denied to man the investigating 
c hronometer. So far from this being the ease, it is the 
comparative study of other works, taken in connection 
wiih the comparative study of the life-activities effected 
■lirough their means, that affords the justification of i?fj€ren~ 
lull conclusions concerning the psychical processes of 
animals. This view of the matter, in which I concur, docs 
lajt seem to me wliolly to invalidate the chronometer ana- 
logy ; h\.i it (iocs suggest a modification, and further develop- 
ment of the analogy. 

The chronometer, we will suppose, is acejuainted through 
introspection with its own ])sychology, and is able to take to 
pieces ti'ic works ot olIkt timepieces, li finds a number of 
c iirr)nomotci\» whilst, works are all inactically identic:al, and 
as it believes, but ciinnot demonstrate without taking itself to 
]!ic<:c3, just like its own ; and it is led to the inference tliat 
their p.sychology is similar to its own. It finds also a nuni- 
b' r of timqiic'.es whose works are constructed on 

Similar puiiciplcs, and differ chiefly in their being less highly 
finished and somewhat less complex ; and it is led to the in- 
ference that their psychology, thoLigh less developed and le^s 
complex than its own, has probably been evolved on similar 
lines. But when it comes to die kitchen cluck, it finds 
certain general similarities, rngwhcels and chains and so 
fortli, but it also discovers principles of construction so 
different, the weights and the pendulum beii\g so unlike its 
own balance-wheel and escapement, that it hesitates to 
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draw any positive and definite coiidiisions. It ^ees that 
thout;h the psychology of the kitchen clock may be closely 
analogous to its own, it may be quite different. It refuses 
to express a definite opinion on the psychology of tlic 
kitchen clock. 

I’o apjily ihe analogy in this modified form. Man, by 
anatomi<'al and physiological research, has found in other 
men cerebral hemispheres with sensory-centres, control- 
centres, and so forth, similar to those wkicii he believes that 
he individually possesses; and he infers that their psychology 
is oH' like nature to his own. He also finds in oilier verte- 
lirales cerebral heniis[)heres, with sensory-centres and so 
forth, diffeiing from man’s chielly in mass and complexity; 
and ho infers that their p.s)eho]ogy, ihoiigh loss dcvc'lopod 
and loss eoinj»]e.\ than his own, has [inibably been evolved 
on similai lines. lUit when Ik; <'omes te> llie insect, the 
cri].'ita<.ean. th(' niolliist'. not to montion llio norms, ilie sea- 
«tncnioiK', or the aitm.ixi, In* finds nenous sy.'tenis so diln ient 
in lyjies of strueturo Iroin hi., own. that he hesitates to diaw 
. ny defuiite and positive ooiu lu aons « ( .ii< ning tlie psyehi< al 
states of these animals. It is line tlial there are m'rve-fihie;. 
and neivet'ells; but the manner of their arrangement is so 
different jioin tliat of the veil('biates to wliirh lie belongs, 
that the careful student of /.oologieal [isyi iiology is forced 
to coneliule, that though tlie psychical ;Tates of ’insects and 
Crustacea may be similar to those of man, tlu.y may be 
markedly dissimilar. 

Tt may indeed b(' contended that community (;t cn\iioit 
ment— tile j'Uiit-tciiancy of the s.mie woild muT necessauiy 
beget commuiHiy of p.'^ychical f.iciilty to meet tlie icqulre- 
ments of that environment. Eut while admitting the 
.soundness of this argument so far as U goes, T venture to 
suLiuit that it does not go far. h’or why should the com 
nvauit.y of psychical naliiie be greater than that cd" j^liysical 
naturt: .■* The anatomy or the phy.siulogy of insects, for 
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cxainjUe, difFets tolerably widely from that of nmn ; why 
then should he suppose that their psychical endowments arc 
more closely similar? Both physical nature and psychical 
nature are so to speak moulded in accordance with the 
environment. To both the argument of a joint-tenancy 
of the world applies. The physical nature being widely 
divergent from that of man, is it not reasonable to suppose 
that the psychical nature is, or at least may be, also widely 
divergent ? • 

No one can study with any attention and care the habiLs 
and activities of such insects as ants and bees, without feeling 
convinced that they prc)ht by iA[)criciu.'e and that their 
actions are under control. It is true that at i)resent we 
know little about the physiology of this control, and of the 
relation of ctmlrol icnlics to aiitojuatic centres. But this 
may :-oonci or hucr be rcmeilied by an extension of our 
kno\^iedgc of the nci vc [)hy.'.>iology of insects. I am lljc 
hi: l O' think of couni^eiling any abatement of zeal in the 
las< mating sturly of the activities, and ot the minute anatomy 
and ])l'.)siology ol t.ie liigiicr inverlebiate fonns of life. Hut 
I am of opinion that students in ibis detiartment of investi 
gation may do well to lay to heart the lesson conveyed by 
t!u; amii'^gy of the chronometer and the kitchen clock. In 
<mv case, in an introduction to < (>mparalivc psychology, I 
i' cl bomul tv) lay stress on the neces-.'ity for the greatest 
<a’itii,' ii\ the |).a’clu('a] intcipretation (»f insed ai'tivities; 
a.nd I tcel jiislilied in ro:4rieting mysell, in tins wc»rk, to a 
e* )iisideiati()n of the psy< hical stal'-s which we may inter to 
be associated with the liinetional aeli\ily n| the Mjiebial 
liemi.splieres in the liighei veitebiatcs. 

Nrjw it is clear that the validity of oar infeicnce.'. concein- 
ing the mental processes which underlie tire actions of our 
human neighbour, i.? primal ily dcpendeiu on the similarity 
of his mind to our mind. If he is an ^vigiishman, of the 
same social grade as oun^eives, of like tastes and habits of 
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thought, cducalcd under the same school sysleoi, the 
similarity will be fairly close, though even here there must 
lie slight individual differences. But if he he a foreigner, of 
a different social grade from ours, differing from us in tastes 
and habits of thought, educated on other school systems 
than ours, there will be a wide margin of dissimilarity. We 
shall find no little difficulty in jiutting ourselves in his place, 
in understanding how with such and such facts staring him 
in the face he can hold the views he sayrf"' he holds, and in 
conceiving how he ran derive any pleasure from that which 
would bore us to death, or would set our testhctic teeth on 
edge, or would painfully shock our moral sensibility. In 
dealing with North Australians, or Maori or South Sea 
Islanders or Red Indians, our difficulties are proportionally 
increased. 'These arc peoples who haVe been living, 
generation after generation, under circumslance.s widely 
different from those in which our own race has been nurtured. 
How difficult it is justly to interpret their thoughts and 
feelings, and to reach the mental prex esses which aic tl'»c 
jjsychical accompaniments of th' ir actions, to us so strange 
and meaningless ! And the difficulty is duf !(> the fiicg that 
th(’ only mind with wliicli we can claim any fn.^t hand 
acquaintance is the civilised mind, that of whicii we are 
conscious within ourselves. In the tcuns of this mind, that 
of the aboriginal Austialian or Red Indian has to be inter- 
[jrcted. ^Vc must it ! jieiiif)cr that among civilizt'd men 
caicful intio.spection and f omjaiative study have led to the 
formation and ado[>tion of tolcraldy rlcar-i iil and selfcajn 
sistent views uf the wc/rld, anti of our relations as individuals 
to that which we regard as universal. But among primitive 
ftdk, of less intros])ective and rclle.clive power, we must not 
opec t such definiteness and sclt-cunsistency. And I confess 
that J rcc^tl with some scepticism much that is written tin 
tile animistic or fetishistic or other interpietations which are 
read by philosophers into the vague and often contradictory 
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beliefs pt uncivilized peoples. It is difficult for us to realize 
with what content such peoples can hold a number of beliefs 
which to us appear self-contradictory, and how readily they 
*are satisfied with isolated fragments of explanation, having 
little or no desire to combine them into a consistent whole. 
Again, in our very midst there are beings,, so like us, 
and yet so different, the understanding of whose mental 
processes is difficult and yet most important. I refer to our 
own children. Wow unexpected are often the actions of 
children ! Mow strange their whims and moods and fancies ! 
How charmingly illogical and irrational they sometimes are, 
and yet often how' surprisingly sharp and clever!* Notwith- 
standing the excellent work that has been done in this 
branch of study, the psychology of the child is a field in 
which much careful observation and much cautious inference 
is still needed. And why are^the difficulties of interpretation 
so great? llecaiisc wc have to interpret in terms of the 
adult-mind the child-mind, in which the relative develop- 
ment of the fiiculties, like the relative developmedt of 
tlie bodily orgaru^ is so different from that of men and 
women. It is tuic that we ourselves have <.)nce been 
children. Ihit wiiat most of us rememher (»f our child-days 
is not the nature of our mental processes, but certain salient 
products. j\ greater or less number of striking external 
incident?;, a lew occasions of keen joy or bitter sorrow, 
(.nnstit.’te for most of us tlu! sum-total of our memorii^s of 
( hildhoud. 'I'o icach mental processes needs introspection, 
and few children liavc the power of introspection, or the 
knowledge by which such introspection must be guided. 
Wc have no recollection of the iiH-ntal proc(?sse.s of child- 
hood, because those mental proctsscs could not then for 
most of us be of)je^"ts of thouglit and conh'injilation. 

Even in human psychology, therefore, if we include not 
only the psychology of sages, but of ordinary folk, of 
savages, ana of children, ihert; are serious difiiculties of 
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iiUcrprctatiun. Since the validily of our iiiierencfis roii- 
ccrning the mental processes which underlie the actions of 
our neighbour is primarily dependent on the similarity of 
his mind to our mind, it is clear that, if through divergence 
of development, or imperfection of development, his mind 
has come to differ from ours, the validity of our inferences 
will be so fiir impaired. For we cannot get at his mind 
directly ; our inferences must always be, for better for worse, 
in terms of our own mental processes. ^ 

It will thus be seen that in studying other minds througl'i 
their objc('ti\c inanifeslations, it is prinunily es^-cntial that 
we should have, so far as is possible, a thorough ami 
acc urate acciuaintance with the only iniml wc can study at 
first-hand and directly, namely our own. Without this, 

anything like scientilic interpretation is manifestly im- 
possible. All rational human beings have, however, some 
ae(jiiamtnn('c with the woi kings of their own < Dnscionsiuss.s. 
And many of thora* who ai<^ not prulessed psycludogists 
A'lve, tluough unusual poweis of introspection and keen 
insight, readied cendusions winch are just and true, though 
they arc apt tcj bo somewhat lacking m balance. Ps>dio- 
logists make, or should make, no claim to any inonopoly of 
knowledge in the subject they study ; their luovince is 
mainly U) .sysUanatise that knowledgie 'They bear to the 
acute and aecnrate observer the relation of the trained 
biologist U) tlie amateur natui.ilist. And ju^t as the amateur 
nnluralisl i.s apt to regard the .scientifu: idologist with some 
suspicion, as one. who i:; (tver subtle, ami u lit's too uuidi on 
(h.e dehrate methods of tin: laboialcuy am.l the* dis.secling 
table ; so is the plain imin of sbreud insight apt to regard 
the psyi'liologist also with soim' .suspicion, as one who is 
;.‘ver-subtle in his distinctions, too introspeetive, and not 
suliicienlly objective in his stiuly of mind. And the 
ilogist should accept the criiidsm, not with impatience! 
and the assumption of an air of superior knowledge and 
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wisdom^ but with a (|uict dcterminaliun to justify his 
jwocedure by the results which, through its means, he is 
•enabled to reacli. From the position that the first duty of 
a psychologist is to attain accurate and systematic acquaint- 
ance with the workings of his own mind, as tlie cipher in 
terms of which all otluT minds must be rt‘ad, he cannot 
lecede without abandoning the only basis of scientific 
method possible u^ider the circumstances of the case. 

With this as a bgsis, ho may procjM'd’ to tlie so-called 
objective study (jf mind — that is lo say, to the study of the 
oijjcctive manifestations in other beings of a consciousness 
more or less similar to that of which he has, through intro 
spection, some first- hand knowh'dge ; his aim being, hy such 
study, to reach an inlcrenlivtl or second- hand knowledge of 
the nature of the consciousness which actuates the conduel 
<'f these beings. And here the student of human psycholog) 
is in a position ot great advantage, as compared with that 
which the studcail of zoological psychology must test content 
with. For, by rneni.s of specialized cbjoctlv(; manifestations, 
e's['jecially r*f language, self-conscious human beings can 
signify to each other tlie .nature of their individual conscious 
onperienec'. Objective manifestations of sonu‘ kind are the 
only index we have of the inner psychical t'xperienoe. but 
hy means ol a common languag(,‘, huin.an beings ran 
pnrjjc.s* ;y .set ll'e index, as to siigg<' .t the particular 
natuie (►! this psy(4iieal exp»*rience. 

1a t us revert once more for a iiv.nu'nt to the analogy of 
the chronoim4er. in two similar chronometers the position 
of the inde.x-hands at any numient indicates the exact eon- 
figuration of iIk* wlurcis of llie internal merlianisnc Kitlier 
of tla^se two, ihm, whieh knew from iiitrnsjH-cLion the 
]>sv('iiieal as[iect of its (uvn inner i)roce.sses, would b(‘ ahlet») 
inftu' with neiniracy ihi- exact c»>nfigiuai’on of the wlu*c]s 
of its neigh noin’s works ri<*;n the position of the index- 
han^ls. If It had also a rui i .siiljsio. i y iiands which it 
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could shift at will, it would be able to indicate at any 
moment to its neighbour the particular configuration of 
some previous moment. Thus each could gain inferen daily' 
and indirectly through the olijective study of the index- 
hands an accurate knowledge of its neighbour’s inner 
meciianism. Everything, however, would de^iend upon the 
similarity of the inh'rnal mechanism in the two chrono- 
ruetds. If tliey were slightly different/' they would have 
V( 1 V great difficulty in conveying to each other the nature 
of this difference. So too with human beings. Tn so far 
as men are similar in [isychical endowments, they can convey 
to each other tlirough th<.‘ index of language the nature of 
their psychical experience. They have great difficulty in 
making each other acquainted with their individual 
differences. And the difficulty is the greater the more these 
individual differimrcs arc qualitative, and not merely 
quantitative. Among civilized men, of like social grade, 
and somewhat similarly educated, the individual differences 
are mainly quantitative^,-*-that is to say, differences in the 
relative development of similar faculties. Careful objectivit 
study enables us to gauge and assign a value to the ratio of 
the faculties in our friends and neighlxiurs. Hut in tht‘ 
study of uncivi]i/.t‘d men, not only of different social grad(‘, 
but living under a different .social .system, men whose* 
education and iqibringing has been far other than those 
under which our own character has been moulded, we find 
differences which are not merely quantitative but qualitative. 
There is not merely a difference in the ratio of similar 
faculties, but a greater or less divergence in the nature of 
the faculties themselves. In such rases our inferences are 
much more difficuif aiul inucli les.s trustw(uthy. 

rhe realization of the difficulties inscparai)le from the 
subject, and of his liability to error in the interpretation of 
^he facts, does not, however, deter the student of human 
psychology from a careful investigaiion of the objective 
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manifestations of mind. He takes every opportunity of 
studying these manifestation.^, not only in normal men and 
• women of all grades and of all races, not only in normal 
(’hildren and infants, hut in pathological rases in hos])itals 
and asylums, and under those abnormal conditions which 
are presented by patients in the somnambulistic or hyjmotic 
state. Throughout the whole of these objective investiga- 
(ions, the wise a?^l cautious student never forgets that the 
interpretation of the facts in psychical terms is bas(al upon 
the inductions he has reached through introspection, d'he 
Ricts are objcctiv«^ phenomena ; the interfuetation is in 
terms of subjective experience ; and lU) one has or can 
have any subjective expeiience other than that afforded by 
his own consciousness. 

We are now in a position to see (h'arly what is the 
distinctive peculiarity of the study of mind in b(*ings other 
than c»ur own individual selves. Its conclusions are reached 
not by a singly inductive process, ns in < d'.emistry or 
Physics, in Astrenomy, Geology, Biology, or otlier purely 
^objective science, but by a doubly inductive process. In- 
duction.; mached through the objective study of certain 
jjbysical manifestations have to be inlerpreted in terms of 
inductions reaclu'd through tin; introspci'tive study of mental 
rircccss. By induction 1 mean the observation of facts, 
t!.“ IViiiuiiig of hyj)olhcscs to comprise (he facl.s, and the 
veiification of tiie hypothese.s by constant reversion to the 
tniichstone of fact. Our cunchisio"-' concx'rning the mental 
}>rocesses of beings otlier than our own individual s(;)v(^s 
are, I repent, based on a two fold induction. Idrst the 
psychologist has to reach, through induction, th.e laws of 
mind as revealed to I’im in his own con .f ions experience. 
Here the facts to l)C studied arc facts of eonsciousnesi^, 
known at (ivNt. Itand to him alone amfmg mortals ; the 
hy[){)tncs(\s nay logically see ;* ' thorns hes, in which case 
thoy^arc a igmai so far :c» I hi; fji.:.ervcr hi nsclf is concerned. 
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or they may he derived, — that is to say, suggested^to the 
observer by other observers; the verification of the 
hypotheses is again purely subjective, original or derived , 
theories being submitted to the touchstone of individual* 
ex])erience. 'This is the one inductive process. The other 
is more objertivt'. The facts to bt' observed are external 
plienomena, physical occurrences in the objective world ; 
the hypotheses again may be either original or derived ; the 
verification is objective, original or derived theories being 
submitted to the touchstone of observable phenomena. 



nductions, .subject ivr and object ivt% are ncj essary. 
Neide I can be omitted \vithf)iit renouncing the scienlifu' 
melliofl. And tlien finally Hie objective manifi'stntions in 
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coiidutf and activity have to be interpreted in terms of 
subjective experience. The inductions reached by the one 
method have to be explained in the light of inductions 
* reached by the other method. 

I am anxious to make this matter quite clear, and I will 
therefore endeavour to illustrate it diagrammatically. In the 
first diagram (Fig. 7) the line a b represents the conduct, 
activities, and other objective phenomena exhibited by other 
beings or organisf^s than the individual psychologist, while 
c d represents the states of consciousness of which he alone 
has direct knowledge. 

'i'hen the diagram is intended to show how the psycholo- 
gist must combine both objective induction and subjective 
induction, that he may reach a subjective interpretation of 
a b in terms of c d. 



Tu t’.t' r,econd diagram (l^'ig. 8) the curve represents the 
living beings under investigation comprising the psychologist 
himself and other organisms. The upper line represents 
ihti physical objective aspect, the lower line tlie psychical 
siibjectivt^ aspect. The whole of the upper line is open to 
the inductive investigation of tue psychologist. Ihit of the 
lower line only the firm part, that representing his own inner 
consciousness, is open to his inductive study. The dotted 
part, that representing the mental side of other organisms, 
has to l)e interpreted by the inferential prolongation of the 
known jiart v)f the curvf', or, in vther w? ' has to be inter- 
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|)retc(l in terms of the snl.>jertivc inductions reachc^iduough 
introspection. 

Now it is idle to assert that one set of inductions is more 
important than the other, since both arc essential. But 
there can be no question that the subjective inductions are 
in some respect more subtle and difficult and delicate than 
the inductions concerning objective phenomena, 'there 
can he no question that false assumptions and vague 
generalizations more commonly pass imiBtcr with regard to 
mental processes than with regard to their physical manifesta- 
tions. And there can be no question that in the systematic 
training of the comparative psychologist the subjective 
aspect is not less important than the objective aspect. 

The question now arises whether in passing from human 
to animal psychology any other method of interpretation is 
possible than that which holds good for the former, (.'an 
the zoological jisychologist afford to dis]>ense with that 
systematic training in introspective or subjective analysis 
and induction w’hich is absolutely essential for the student 
of iiunian psychology ? I venture to contend tliat he can- 
not. 'Fhe sclieme of interpretation exhibited diagrammati- 
cally in Fig. 7 holds good 1 maintain as well for animal 
psy' hology as for the psychology of man. d'here are, I am 
well aware, many jjeople who fancy that by the objective 
.study of animal life they can pass by dircicl iiuliudion \.o 
conclusions concerning the psychical fac.iiltics of animals. 
But thi.s is, I tliink, through ignorance* of the iiu-tliods of 
p 3 )chology; or perhaps one may say, without inja.slice, 
through ignoiauce of tlie method that they themselves un- 
consciously adopt. All that is necessary, these people will 
tell you, is to observe carefully, and to explain the actions 
you observe in the most natural manner. ‘‘ In the most 
natural manner/’ ‘ here means and is equivalent to, in just 
tbo same way as you explain the actions of your human 
neighbours and acquaintances. And these human actions 
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arc ex|riaiiiecl on llie assumption that your neighbour is 
actuated by motives and impulses similar to your own. 
Thus these observers who think that their explanations are 
reached by direct induction are really proceeding uncon- 
sciously on the method they affect to disregard. Reduced 
[o its logical basis their contention is that the lliorough and 
systematic study of that mind in terms of which they 
unconsciously interpret all other minds is unnecessary if not 
misleadiirig. ^ 

Now it appears to me that the foundation of this erroneous 
view, for as such I must regard it, is the tacit assumption 
that what suffices for practical purposes suffices also for 
scientific purposes. All fairly successful men and women 
acquire, and must acquire, a knowledge of human nature 
sufficient for the practical needs of everyday life under social 
ronditions. Over-subtlety and refinement of analysis, too 
great nicety of interpretation, are rather disadvantageous 
than otherwise in the practical conduct of affairs. Hence 
practical men are wont to look with some suspicion at the 
psychologist as one who is prone to be a mere theorist. Tn 
the same way practical politicians not uncommonly look with 
suspicion on sociologists and political economists, j>raclical 
engineers regard with similar eyes the subtlcT theories of the 
physicist, practic al niclallurgisls look askance on the moit' 
delicate methods and more advanced hypotheses of the 
i hemist, and in general the practical man is inclined to 
iitili/.e the results of the man of scicuicr* hut to regard liis 
more refined interpretations of natural phenomena as mere 
theory. 

There can be no question that the interpretation of the 
actions of animals as the outcome of mental processes 
essentially similar to those of man am])ly suffices for practical 
needs. The farmer, the keeper of a kennel, the cattle- 
breeder, the gamekeeper, the bieakcr-in of horses, all the 
practical men who are employed in the breeding, rearing. 
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and training of animals, and tlic j^roat number of p(jy)pl(' who 
keep animals as pels or in domestic service (iiid a s(.)mc\vhat 
rough and ready interpretation amply sufficient for their 
purposes in hand. And not unnaturally they are surprised 
tliat the explanation which suffices for them with their wide 
practical experience is found by the man of science to need 
serious revision and correction. Often unacquainted with 
the methods and aims of science in its intellectual aspect as 
endeavouring to interpret the phenomena of nature, often 
regarding s('ience as the generally unpaid servant of practical 
utility, they smile if they do not sneer, at the arrogance of 
the man of science who tells them that the explanation 
which is good enough for the practical purposes of daily lih* 
is not sufficient for the more subtle and refined purposes of 
s.cientifio interpretation. lie this as it may, T venture to 
affirm that whereas the man who has to deal with animals fn 
practical [Uirposes can afford to be ignorant of psychological 
methods and results, the man who would deal scientifically 
with the psychical faculties of animals cannot afford to be 
thus ignorant. For the practical man accuracy of ob- 
servation and careful induction therefrom are of ju-imary 
importance, validity of psychological interpretation being 
(or him altogether sulisidiary. fhit for the scientific investi- 
gator thorough and accurate knowledge of and training 
in ji.sychology is of .at least co ordinat(i importance with 
accuracy of objective observation. 

Unfortunately many abh' men who are ominentlj fitted to 
make and rcc<jrd t^xact observations on lh(‘ habits and 
attiviiies of animals have not undeigtiue lh{‘ training, 
necessary to enable them to deal with the psychological 
aspect of the question. d'lie skilled natiir.alist or liiologist 
is seldom also skilled, m psychological analysis. Notwilh 
standing therefon^ the adinirahle and invaluable observations 
of our great naturalists, we cannot hel[) fueling tliat tlieir 
p yebolngical conclusions are baldly on the saint* level as 
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that readlicd by their conclusions in the purely biological 
field. 

m For in the study of animal psychology as a branch of 
scientific inquiry, it is necessary that accurate observation, 
and a sound knowledge of the biological relationships of* 
animals, should go hand in hand with a thorough apprecia* 
tion of the methods and results of modern psychology, 
'fhe only fruitful m^hod of procedure is the intcrjiretation 
of facts observed with due care in the light of sound 
[isycliological principle.s. 

What some of these principle.s are we have considered, or 
shall consider, in this work. ’^Fhcre is one basal principle, 
however, the brief exposition of which may filly bring to a 
( lose this chapter. It may be thus .stated no case may 
V r interpret an action as the outcome of the exercise of a 
higher psychical faculty ^ if it can he interpreted as the outcome 
of the exercise of one which stands lower in the psychological 
Si lie. 

'To th^s principle seveial objections, none of them however 
of any real Avcight, may be raised. First there is the 
snitimcnlal objection that it is ungenerous to the animal. 
In dealing with one’s i’ellow-inan it is ungenerous to impute 
to him iower motives for his actions when they may lia\i; 
been dictated by higher motives. Why should we adopt a 
different course with the [loi^r dumb animal fi om that which 
we should adopt with our human neighbour? In the first 
pUu'e, it inay be replied, this objection starts by assuming 
tli«- very to l.)e proved. The sciriililic [iroblcJii to 

' ilain the limits of animal psychoh»gy. 'To assum»' lliat 
a given a' ii(m ma) b<^ the outc^.une (d’ the exercise of eitiier 
a higher or a lower faculty, and tli.. it is more geneioiu. 
to ado])t the former alternative, is t<> assume the e\i tence 
of the higher faculty, which has lo be proved. In the case 
of our n(?igbl>ouis wc have gond giouuds foi knowing that 
such and sucli a deed may have been dictated by either a 
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higher or a lower motive. If we had equally good grounds 
for knowing that the animal was possessed of both higher 
and lower faculties, the scientific problem would have been, 
solved ; and the attribution of the one or tlie other, in any 
particular case, would be a purely individual matter of com- 
paratively little general moment. In the second place, this 
generosity, though eminently desirable in the relations of 
practical social life, is not precisely th^ attitude which a 
critical scientific inquiry demands. Moreover, an ungenerous 
interpretation of one's neighbour’s actions may lead one to 
express an unjust estimate of his moral character and thus 
to do him grave social wrong; but an ungenerous interpreta- 
tion of the faculties of animals can hardly be said to be 
open to like practical consequences. 

A second objection is, that by adoi)ting the iirincqde in 
question wc may be shutting our eyes to the simplest 
explanation of the phenomena. Is it not simpler to explain 
the higher activities of animals as the direct outcome of 
reason or intellectual thought, than to explain them as the 
( onq»lex results of mere intelligence or practical sense 
experience? Undoubtedly it may in many (’ases seem 
simpler. It is the appaient siir.plicity of the explanation 
that leads many people naively to ad(>i4 it. Ikit surely the 
simplicity of an explanation is no necessary criterion of its 
truth. The exiilanation of the genesis of the organic world 
by direct creative fiat, is far sim]>ler than the exj)lanatiun of 
its genesis through the indiiccl method (d* evolution. 'J'lic 
explanation (;f insliiuT and caily phases of intelligence as 
due to inhciitcd iiabil, individually aequirc'd, is undoubtedly 
simpler than llie explanation which 1 >]• AVeismann would 
sLibstitufc fui it, d’lic formation of th<‘ caiion of the 
Colorado by a sudden rift in the earth’s crust, similar to 
those which opened during the Calabrian earthquakes, is 
simpler than its formation by the fretting of th<* stream 
dining long ages under varying meteorological condhions. 
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111 these^cascvi and in many ollicrs the simplest cxplanatitni 
is not the one accepted by science. Moreover, the simplicity 
^ the explanation of the phenomena of animal activity as 
the result of intellectual processe.s, can only be adopted on 
the assumption of a correlative complexity in the mental 
nature of the animal as agent. And to assume this com- 
plexity of mental nature on grounds other than those of 
sound induction, is^o depart from the methods of scientific 
procedure. 

But what, it may be asked, is the logical basis upon which 
this principle is founded? If it he true that llie animal 
mind can only be interpreted in the light of our knowledge 
of human mind^ why should we not use this method of 
interpretation freely, frankly, and fully? Is there not some 
< ontradiction in refusing to do so ? For, first, it is contended 
that we must use the human mind as a key by which to 
read the brute mind, and then it is contended that this key 
must bo applied with a difference. If we apply the key at 
all, should we not a])ply it without reservation ? 

This criticism might be valid if wo were ciuisidcring the 
question apart from evolution. Here evolution is postulated. 
'The 'problem is tliis : (i) Given a number of divergently 
ascending grades (.'f organisms, with divergently increasing 
complexity of organic structure and correlated activities : 
(2) granted that ass(;clatcd with tiie increasing organic com- 
plexity lluu'e is increasing mental or ]is}rhical complexity : 
(!,) granted that in man the organic coiiqjh'xity, tlie com- 
plexity nf ( orrelakd activities, and the associated mental oi 
psychical coiiiiilexity, has reached the maximum as yet 
attained; (4) to gauge tlic iisycliiial level to which any 
organism has been evolved. As we have already seen, wc 
are forced, as men, to gauge the psychical level of the 
animal in terms of the only mind of which wc have first-hand 
knowledge, namely the Iiuman mind. But how are we to 
apply the gauge? 
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Method of VartcUion 
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Then? would appear to be three possible methods, which 
are exemplified in Fig. 9. Let a represent the psychical 
^stature of man, and i, 2, 3, ascending faculties or stadia in 
mental development. Let b c represent two animals the 
psychical stature of each of which is to be gauged. It may 
be gauged first by the ‘‘method of levels,^’ according to 
which the faculties or stadia are of constant value. In the 
diagram, h has not quite reached the level of the beginning 
of the thiid or highest faculty, while c has only just entered 
ii])on the second stadium. Secondly, it may be gauged l)y 
the “method of uniform reduction.” In both b and r we 
luive all three faculties represented in the same ratio as in 
but all uniformly reduced. And thirdly, it may be ganged 
by the “method of variation,” according to which anyone 
of the faculties i, 2, or 3, may in b and c be either increased 
or reduced relatively to its development in a. Let us 
suppose, for example, that b represents the psychical stature 
of the dog. Then, according to the interpretation on the 
method of levels, he possesses the lowest faculty (r) in the 
same degree as man; in the faculty (2) he somewhat falls 
short of man ; while in the highest faculty (3) he is altogether 
wanting. According to the interpretation on the method of 
ijniA)rm reduction he j)osses.ses all the faculties of man but 
in a reduced degree. And according to the interpretation 
on the method of variation he excels man in the hnve^t 
faculty, while the other two faculties are both reduced but 
in different degrees. The three “faculties” i, 2, 3, arc nut 
here intended to seive any ^)thcr purpose than merely to 
ilhistialc the three methods of interpretation. 

On the piin(:i])U;s of iwolulion we should un«[ue:>tionably 
< '.vpect that those mental fat uities ».'irKh ctaild give deci^ave 
advantage in the struggle for existence would l>e devclo[)ed 
in strict accordance with the divergent condititms ot life. 
Ilencc it is the third method, wirich I have termed the 
method of variation, which we should ex[)ecl a pfiori to 
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arrord most nearly witli observed fuels. And so faf^^as we 
can judge from objective observation (the only observation 
open to us) this would appear to be the case. Presiiinably 
there are few observers of animal habit and intelligence who 
wuld hesitate in adopting the method of variation as the 
most probable mode of interpretation, but note that while 
it is the most proliable it is also the most difficult mode of 
interpretation. According to the method pf levels the dog 
is just like me, without my higher faculties. According to 
the method of uniform reduction he is just like me, only 
nowise so highly developed. But according to the method 
of variation tlicic are many possibilities of error in estimat- 
ing the amount of such variation. Of the three methods 
that of variation is the least anthropomorphic, and therefore 
the most difficult. 

In the diagram by which the method of variation is illus- 
trated, the highest faculty 3 is in c reduced to zero, — in other 
words, is absent. It may, however, be objected that this is 
contrary to the principles of evolution, since the presence of 
any faculty in higher types involves the germ of this faculty 
in lower types. This criticism only holds good, however, on 
the *L.siimption that the evolution higher laculties out of 
lower faculties is impossilde. Those evolutionists who 
accept this assumption as valid arc logically bound to believe 
either (1) that all forms of animal life from tlic anueba 
upwards have all the f:i(:ulti(*s of man, only reduced in 
degree and range, and to interpret all animal })sychology on 
a method of rediu tiun (though not iiecessaiily uniform 
f' diK’tion), or {2) that in the higher forms of life ih.e intro 
ductioii of the higher faculties has been effected by some 
means other tlian that of natural evolution. I am not pne 
pared to acc ept the assumption as valid ; and it will be part 
of .ny task in future cha]>ters to consider how the transition 
from certain If)wcr to certain higher phases of mental develop 
meiU may have been effected. 
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If tHfe be so it is clear that any animal may be at a stage 
where certain higher faculties have not yet been evolved 
^from their lower precursors; and hence we are logically 
bound not to assume the existence of these higher faculties 
until good reasons shall have been shown for such existence. 
In other words, we are bound to accept the principle above 
enunciated : that in no case is an animal activity to be 
interpreted as the outcome 'of the exercise of a higher 
psychical faculty, ?f it can bo fairly interpreted as the (niT 
ioiue of the exercise of one which stands lower in the 
psychological scale. 

In this statement, and in the foregoing discussion, the 
use of the word “faculty” is i)crhaps unfortunate. If the 
leader finds the W'ord too reminiscent of a “faculty psy- 
chology,’^ w'ith its separate and distinct autonomous spheres 
of influence, let him substitute this statement for the one 
given above : — In no case is an animal activity to be inter- 
preted in terms of higher psychological processes, if it can 
be faiily interpreted in terms of processes which stand 
lower in the scale of psychological evolution and develop- 
ment. To this, however, it should be added, lest the 
range of the principle be misunderstood, that the c anon by 
liO means excludes the interpretation of a [lanicular ac tivity 
in terms of the higher processes, if wo alieady have inde- 
pendent evidence of the occunence of tliesc higher pro 
cesses in the animal under obseivation. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

SUGGESTION AND ASSOCIATION. 

AX rE must now rclurn to the wave of consciousness, with 
^ ^ a brief consideration of the nature of which wc 
began our investigations. We saw that in any moment of 
consciousness— any particular — it is experienced as a 

complex whole, which only on introspection and retrospec- 
tive analysis can be resolved into its constituents. Let us 
next consider by what means and in what manner the nature 
and constitution of the wave is brought about or determined 
in any series of successive moments of consciousness. In 
this chapter we shall deal mainly with the wave-crest or 
focus of consciousness, to the partial neglect of the sub- 
( unscious body of the wave. 

'W'hen we take a walk in the ('ountry and wisely siiircnuei 
ourscives to tlie suggestions of rural nature, the wave crest of 
consciousness is mainly determined by sights and sounds 
and scents chiming from without. When on our return wii 
sit and read some book with attention, the nature and 
course of the [isychical wave-i rest is determined by wLat the 
auUior lias written for our instruction or amusement. Or if 
we listen to onr fiiciid describing what he has seen or tiene 
in e>ur absem c, the coinse of tlie wa\c is guidt'd by hi.s 
wdids. Jn all thest; ('a.>(.*s tlie dcl' i iiiination of the nalnic 
ul the wave ciest is laigcly exUanal ; but in the Hist ease the 
external suggestion comes direi'tly from the natural object; 
while in the latter cases the external suggestion is indirect, 
llu'on ;h the intervention i^f symbolic means. For lan- 
guage, vs itten or spoken, is the medium by w'hich we can 
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Tpiul®!' tlic wave of coiiscioiij^ncss in our nei^hbonr’.s mind 
somewhat similar to that which is passing or hns t)assed 
through our own. 

When, on the other hand, we abandon ourselves to a train 
of reverie, with closed eyes in a quiet half-hour, or when we 
are abstractedly thinking out some problem, and are deaf to 
all that passes around us, then the nature of the wave is not 
determii^cd from without, but is of internal origin. 

Rut what exactly do we mean when we speak of the 
determination of the wave ns “external’^ or “internal”? 
Has the mind, as such, extension or place, so as to justify 
the use of these physical ex])ressions ? Assuredly it has 
not : and in using the terms “ external ” and “ internal ” we 
hav(^ momentarily changed our point of view from that of 
psychical processes to that of their physical accompaniments. 
'J'he psychical w\ave accompanies or is the conscious aspect 
of the dominant cerebral disturbances in the cortex of iht^ 
brain. Now the dominance of ( crebral disturbances at any 
moment may be j)rodured in one of two ways, or in part V>y 
one and in part by the other. Such dominance may be 
deteiminrd by incoming stimuli through the afferent nerves ; 
this is external det irmination. Or it may he determined by 
the i^reccding cerebral changes, the brain-states of any one 
momeiit b(‘ing the outcome of the brain-stales of foregoing 
moments; this is internal determination. The terms “ in- 
KTnal ” and “ external ” are thus, strictly speaking, applicable 
to the corel)ral cortex, which is the seat of molecular dis- 
t urban Its, accompanied by states of (onsciousness. Where 
tlicse dominant di.sturbances are tlie result of preceding 
disturbances within the cortex, the determination is in 
ternal ; where they result from afferent impulses comin.* 
from beyond the region of the cortex, the determination i*. 
external. 

It must be noticed, howcvei, that all the external stimulus 
(Iocs is to set agoing ccilain internal processes. 'The im- 
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l>ii]sc from without is like the toiicli of the triggef* vvliich 
determines ii complex explosion. When we are out lor a 
country walk light* waves received by the retina of the eye,^ 
originate impulses w^hich, conveyed inwards by the ^afferent 
nerves, initiate brain-disturbances having for their conscious 
aspect fields and woods, streams, birds and inserts, and so 
forth. We say that we see all these ; and we speak correctly. 
But in the language of psychological analysis we receive 
sense-stimuli which suggest all these impressions and certain 
ideas arising out of them to the mind. Certain notes or 
sounds suggest the thrush, the cuckoo, or the grasshopper : 
certain odours, violets or limes. 

When we arc reading or listening to a speech, states of 
consciousness are evoked by the printed words (retinal 
stimuli) or by the sounds which fall on our ear (auditory 
stimuli), 'riie suggestion of the stales of consciousness is 
external. But the nature of the states depends upon the 
internal conditions and organization of the brain-centre.s. 
We may term the initiation of states of consciousness by 
external stimuli primary suggestion^ reserving the phrase 
secondary sugi^cstion for the wholly internal determination of 
states of consciousness by changes within the cortex. 

'Taking primary suggestion first, we are not at present in 
a position to analy.-:>e the ])rocess very deeply, and must 
defer its fuller consideration till we come to the 
chapter on The Aualyus of Impressions. 1 shall 
(le.sciil)e as an imptession that which is brought to the 
focus of consciousness, oi to the crest oi the ‘psychical 
wave, through primary suggestion. And for the prc.sent it 
must be sufficient to note that the nature of the impression 
thus suggested by a simple stimulus or by several simple 
stimuli, is determined (i) by inherited brain- structure or its 
psychical correlative mental constitution ( 2 ) by the modi- 
fications impressed on this biain-structure or mental 
constitution by individual experience. Tn brief, the exist- 
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ing co^idition and mode of response of tlie brain is dne in 
pait 1.0 inherited structure and in part to individual aajui* 
sition. So far as the impressions are concerned, that is to 
•say the focal states suggested by simple afferent stimuli, these 
impressions are presumably very similar or practically identical 
in all normally constituted human l)eings. My friend and I 
have closely similar impressions of tlie road along which wo 
are walking, of the hedge that borders it, of our dogs racing 
on in front of us, f)f the setting sun and the deeply-tinted 
clouds on the horizon. It is true that no two of us taking 
the same country walk will have quite the same states of 
consciousness aroused by external suggestion, because no 
two of us have had quite the same individual experience, and 
m no two of us is the mental constitution and inherited 
liraiivstructure identical. Hut the difference here lies not so 
much in the impressions, or focal slates, as in the marginal 
states which form the body of the psychical wave. Thus, 
although the impressions are closely similar, the states of 
ionsdonsness^ which include not only the focal impressions 
hut alro their marginal setting, are different. 

As rny fricMid and I are walking along the road, during a 
[)ause in our conversation wc pass a gate at which some 
rattle are standing. We both begin to speak at ont e, and, 
after mutual apologies and the usual courtesies, he takes the 
precedence, and tells me of the Red Devons with which be 
has stocked a farm which he has latrly pureliased. When 
lie has spoken, he asks me what I was alioiit to say ; and I 
laughingly re]>ly that I was merely going to ask whellu^r be 
thought certain recent promises to elecUus (1892) were 
much more likely to be fulfilled than certain other promises 
in 1885 concerning three acres and a cow. Now here a 
similar impression, the result of pomary suggestion, gives 
rise in two different minds to two different trains of ideas. 

Before going further we miisi define what is here, meant 
by the word ‘M’dea,” We used the word impression” to 
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signify that which is hroiiglit lo the focus of conscfeusness, 
or the crest of the psychical wave, through primary suggestion. 
We shall use the word “ idea ” to signify that which is 
brought to the focus of consciousness through secondary 
suggestion. The idea may be a clear-cut mental image, 
like the remembered face of a dear friend, or it may be as 
vague as that which attaches to the word “ universe” or the 
word “ fog.” Whether well or ill-defined, it occupies the 
crest of tlie psychical wave and has beefl brought there, not 
by primary suggestion through the channels of sense, but by 
secondary suggestion as the result of foregoing brain- 
disturbances. Thus tlie primary impression gives rise 
in my friend's mind to the secondary idea farm, and in my 
mind to the secondary idea elections. The.se ideas may 
suggest others, and so on in a longer or shorter train of 
secondary suggestion. 

It is somewhat difficult to assign exactly the limits which 
demarcate primary from secondary suggestion. If, for 
example, I see on Exmoor a footprint which suggests a 
red-deer ; shall we say that the impression is that of a foot- 
print which in turn gives rise to the idea symbolized by the 
word “ red-deer ” ? or sliall we say that an impression of a red- 
fleer is primarily suggested ? In this case we may perhajis 
fairly adopt the former view, and say that the footprint suggests 
the idea of the beast that made it. Ihit if I see over the 
brow of the hill the points of an antler, shall we say that the 
impression of a hit of an antler suggests the idea of the stag 
lliat bears it ? or shall we say tliat the visual stimulus from 
a poition of the .stag suggests the impression of the red- 
deer ? l.et us suppose we still ado[>t the former view and 
:^ay that the impression of an antler-point suggests an idea 
of the stag. Then how will it be if F see the head and 
shoulders, while the legs and hind rjuarters are hidden ? 
Surely here we may fairly say that we have a direct im- 
pession of the red (leer. If so, we imply that a small 
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portion of the stag suggests an impression which gives rise 
^ to an idea of the animal itself, while a larger portion directly 
suggests an impression of the animal. I have no desire to 
be over-subtle, and I think it probable that if two men— one 
an experienced and enthusiastic staghunter, the other a mere 
townsman — were standing together on Exmoor and saw the 
points of an antler ; in the one case red-deer would shoot to 
the focus of cons^ousness as a practically direct impression ; 
while in the other a vague “ something visible ” would slowly 
take form as an impression, to be gradually followed by an 
idea of the animal, with some such train as this : “ Why, it 
must be an antler ; a red-deer, by Jove ! ” These cases, and 
a hundred other such, show that the demarcation between 
primary and secondary suggestion is not very easy to draw 
with strict rigidity. 

If we adopt this interpretation, however, we must admit 
that the impression may contain a greater or l^ss amount 
of ideal supplement. Only the antler-tip is presented to 
sense : the rest is ideally added. 

Returning now to the case above noticed, where the same 
impression mv gave rise for me and for my friend to 
different trains of ideas, there is not much difficulty in 
assigning, in general terms, reasons for the different results 
in his mind and in mine. His farm in Devonshire had been 
for some time a topic of thought and discussion, his mind 
had a constant tendency to revert to this sul)ject. Presumably 
from the physiological point of view certain (cortical centres, 
the distmbances in which are associated with this particular 
form of consciousness, were already in a state of irrita- 
bility or incipient change, and only needed a suggestive 
impulse to raise their molecular thrills into dominance. 
Probably the farm was lurking in the background of his 
consciousness as he walked silently by my side. On the 
other hand, my own mind was, as wt say, full of the elections, 
and^of certain statements reported to have been made in 

K 
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Wiltshire to catch the agricultural vote. The cow appeared 
to me therefore in an electioneering connection. Had a 
l)utchcr been with ns, the cattle might well have suggested 
the peculiar excellcp.co of last year’s Christmas beef. Or if 
a student of pre-histoiic archaeology had been then*, his 
mind, through the intervention of Bos primigenius^ might 
have wandered to the Europe of primitive times. 

All this serves to bring into view wlfAt appears to bt* of 
great importance in serving to determine the direction of 
the course taken by the p.sychical wave in secondary 
suggestion, namely immediate interest. There are certain 
permanent interests concerning onr own future, that of 
those near and dear .to ns, that of onr own past work, that 
of our business or occupation, that of onr favourite schemes. 
All these are more or less directly assoc iated with ourselves. 
In e ach moment of conseioiisness they do form or may 
readily be caused to form part of the body of tin* wa\’e. 
'j'hoy are constantly either in or near the margin cd' 
consciousness. 'There are also the more transitf)ry inten'sls 
of our immediate thought or occupation, the game wc are 
playing, the book we arc reading, the problem we are 
tlnnking out. These, too, form imjKjrtant ronstitueiils of 
the ])sychical wave in the nioim-nt in question. Tf we call 
the former gtateral interest, and the latter s[)erial interest, we. 
may say that the course of the wav(t, in secondary sie.'ge ;- 
tion, is largely determined by the joint action of general and 
si)ecinl interest. Although in a less degiec interest has 
some effect in primary siigge.slion. T'vcry one knows the 
story of Eyes and No eyes. Interest largely makes the 
diffeienee between tlie twa>. If a naliirahst is out for a 
country walk with one wlH).se absorbing i)ursuit is abstract 
mathematics, tlie foimcr will hear and see mm h to which 
the latter is psychically deaf and blind. 'The retina and the 
ai dit(<ry nerve-ends are slimnlatcd, but tla.* subconscioii.s 
effec* pi( Juced has no ohaiu'c of rising into domUKiijce 
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when it lias to compete with a matter of such absorbing 
interest as a problem in foiir dimensional space. 

• 'I'he course of the psychical wave, then, is largely 
determined by interest; and the interests of our life are 
constantly lurking in the margin of consciousness. They 
form a sort of permanent body to the psychical wave. In 
saying, therefore, that the wave is largely guided in its 
course by interest, vHt are saying in effect that in any series 
r)f moments of consciousness a h c the state of the wave 
at /ris determined by the state of the wave at and will i/r 
turn determine the state of the wave at d. In other words, 
the interest is internal, and something the wave carries with 
it ; not external, and moulding the wave of consciousness 
from without, 'i'he only qualification of this general state- 
ment we should have on deeper analysis to make, is that 
j-irobably not only the subconscious states of the body of 
the wave, but also various infra- conscious or extra marginal 
( lemeutS below the threshold of consciousness, would have 
lo be taken into consideration. We are burdened, for 
example, with a great sorrow, but have to fulfil an engage- 
ment ic lecture or make a speech. Beginning with an 
ciTort, wc erelong ge? interested; thoughts connected with 
our purpose in speaking occupy consciousness ; our sorrow 
for the time is forgotten. We walk away animated perhajis 
Willi success ; but from out of the unconscious there rises a 
iiiimh and nameless feeling, and our sorrow regains its 
svvay. It lias in tire excitement of speaking been thrust 
below the threshold of consciousness out into the extra 
marginal region. But no sooner does the excitement sub- 
.side, than it rises iinst into numbing subconsciousness, and 
then with a pang liecomes dominant and focal. 

Returning once more to the example we have taken to 
illustrate secondary suggestion, it is (dcai that the impression 
cow would never have suggested to my friend’s mind, 
nor ^^^leciiofis” to n.y iniml, in the absence of previous 
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exi)erience. Internal or secondary suggestion does but 
follow lines previously marked out by external or primary 
suggestion. A London child visiting the country, and 
seeing for the first time the yellow flowers of the gorse 
or furze, is told how Linneeus, the great botanist, when he 
first saw a furze-bush in golden blossom, knelt down and 
thanked (lod that he had been permitted to see such a 
sight. Certain states of consciousnoss are thus directly 
suggested by the sight of the flower and the telling of the 
incident. Subsequently the sight of the furze Iflossom will 
recall the story of the incident to the child's mind. T//(^ 
ivave of consciousness 7vill tend to repeat its former cowse. 
Not only the story of the incident, but its narrator, and the 
whole scene, will be more or less clearly suggested. And 
then the idea of the narrator will perhaps remind the child 
of another incident she told on the same occasion concern- 
ing Charles TI. in the oak-tree; and this again will call to 
mind the history lesson that has to be learnt for to morrow ; 
and so on. 

The wave of consciousness, then, in secondary suggestion 
tends to repeat its former course, that which was determined 
by the primary suggestion of direct experience. The 
occurrence of two imi)re*ssions in immediate sequence 
establishes a link between them ; and the subsequent 
occurrence of the first impression suggests the idea which 
answers to the second. The name given to this link is 
association, The sight of furze-blossom, and the story of 
1 .innoeus, are associated in primary experience ; and the 
subsequent sight of yellow furze suggests the story by 
association. But though the wave of consciousness in 
secondary suggestion tends to repeat its course, it only does 
so imperfectly, and for a short distance. It is at any 
moment liable to be switched off in a new direction, owing 
t ) the influence of a stronger association. Thus the 
seq..cncc in the child’s mind when he again sees thp yellow 



SUGGISTION AND ASSOCIATION. 


69 


furze iSj-ji^Linnoeus : narrator : oak : Knglish history : to- 
morrow's lesson. This is not by any means an accurate 
reproduction of any one previous seejuence, but is made up 
pf^f^ils of several previous sequences. 

It is clear that in the case of all common objects of w'hich 
we have had direct experience under varying circumstances, 
and in the case of many common words which we have 
used in numerous connections, there is not one particular 
line ‘ of association with each, but rather a number of 
divergent lines. Indeed, the associations with each familiar 
sight and sound, and each familiar word, are so numerous 
and so divergent, that they have, in adult life; little tendency 
to direct the course of the wave of consciousness in any 
particular direction. It would be exceedingly inconvenient 
if they had. If each predicative word in a sentence tended 
to svvitch off the wave of consciousness on some t)articular 
line of its own, we should lose ourselves in the maze of side 
issues. If ‘‘lose” necessarily reminded us of l^uiuc 
particular game, or sum of money we had lost; if “maze” 

; out us off to wander in memory between thickset hedges at 
Hampton Court; if “issues” Jed us in thought to some 
hpiing where the water issues from the earth ; — how confused 
\\ jiild be the result of reading the latter half of the last 
sentence. And no doubt this is one of the difticulties of 
early education, and one of the causes of the apparent in- 
attention of cliildren. Ex[)erience being limited, the words 
have particular associations which divert the. attention from 
the subject-matter in band. 

Divergent association is therefore a great gain. ]*ui siiu e 
of the many possible diverging linc.s lliere is no inherent 
tendency to follow any particular one, the mind hangs poised, 
following none, but ready to follow any of them, but how 
comes it, if this be so, that in reading a patagiaph each 
word helps to carry the mind — for at each moment o( 
consciousness the existing phase of the psyc hical wave is 
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for empirical psychology the mind - along the spgjcial line 
intended by the author? If each word has divergent 
associatioiivS, how is the particular association intended by 
the writer suggested ? On the principles already laid do\^i 
the answer to this (juestion is not hir to seek. The word 
does not stand ak)ne in the paragraph, and that which it 
suggests is only part of the t>sychical v/avc. The moment 
of consciousness embraces not only the particular rvord in 
the focus, but a few words that have ii»t reached the focus, 
and half a sentence or more that has passed the focus and 
is hiding out of marginal consciousness. And since the 
[isychiciil wa\c in succeeding moments of consciousness is 
continuous, it is determined at any one moment by what it 
has been at [)rcvious moments. AVhen we are reading any 
i)articiilar ivord, ivhat it suggests is determined by the net 
result of all the preceding scntcncc.s in the paragraph. 

Tn like manner, if in a chain of reverie any particular idea 
or image occurs, wluit it rvill serve to suggest depends upon 
the nature of the psychical wave as a whole, of which this 
image or idea, though for the moment in the focus, is only 
one constituent clement out of scvcial or many. Much 
ronrubion aiiscs, and many unnecessary difliculties present 
themselves, if wc fall into the inah.sts fallacy and suppose 
that the particular idea or image, which we can scpaiatc 
hoin the rest by retrospective analysis, was separate and 
distinct from the rest in its natural oc(Airrciicc. 'rherefore 
1 again insist on the fact that in the moment of conscious- 
ncs'! the tisy^diical rvave has numerous elements; and that 
a slate of consciousness is something exceedingly compleK, 
and very different from an i.^olatcd image or idea. 

So complex is each state of consciousness ■ that is to say, 
tlic psychical wave in each moment of consciousness -that 
the same state of con.seiuusness probably rarely occurs twice 
in the experience of any individual. Even when the central 
impression or idea is the same, its setting, the marginal 
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region sub conscious body ot the wave, is different. Our 
surroundings arc not (^uitc the same. Wc ourselves eliaiigc 
from day to day and from year to year. The contiiuunis 
ftidividuality - that felt bond of continuity in conscious 
existence —is, be it never so slightly, modified by all our 
exiieriences. We feel that wc are not what wc were. 'The 
psychical wave at any moment of consciousness leaves traces 
or habitudes which modify all future phases of the wave. 
If then a state of ^consciousness is so comple.x, and if it is 
rare that any two states of consciousness shouUl l)e quite 
(he same, it might seem a hopeless task to endeavour to 
hn niulate tlic laws which condition their being. But here, 
as in other matters of science, we employ the method (jf 
analysis, and, l>y studying .severally, through rctrospeeiion, 
the ('oiistituents of the [psychical wave, obtain some insight 
into its constitution and the manner of its origin. 

As the result of such analysis certain laws of association 
have been formulated. As generally acce])ted they are two 
(i) association by contiguity, and (2) association by 
.similarity; to which, as sub-sidiary, is sometimes added a 
third, (3) association by contrast. 

'rhe law of contiguity may, in accordance witli our method 
of prcMMUing the subject, be thus enunciated: — If any two 
focal states a and / occur in successive moments of c(}u 
s(Mousncss as impressions, the subsequent recurrence of (i 
as impicssion or idea ^^ill lend, under similar marginal 
rondition.s, to sugge.-^t the recurrence of/ as an idea. 

In primitive experience the focal states a and / are 
dci.eimirreel by primary suggestion, and both are tlieiefoic 
iiiij'iessions. d’lius a vivid lla.sh of lightning is followed in 
normal expeiience Ijy a ihimder (lap. In tlic absence ot 
expciienee tliere i.s imihing in the huiner to suggest tlie 
occurrence of the latter. Siibsctiucntly the inquession of 
lightning will be followed by an idea (A a thunder-clap, and 
this idea will veiy probably precede the actual impression, 
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constituting what is sometimes called a pre-perception. 
Eventually the idea of a flash of lightning, however profluced, 
will be succeeded by an idea of the thunder-clap. A lady 
of my acquaintance once told me how, after a storm, she 
showed her little boy a spirited picture of a storm at sea 
with a ship being struck by lightning. He gazed intently 
for a few moments and then asked, “ Mother, why doesn’t it 
rumble ? ” The law of contiguity, be it noted, says nothing 
about the primitive sequence a I ; thaj^ is given in ex- 
perience. The sequence may be a natural or an arbitrary 
one ; with this the law of association has no concern. It 
only asserts that if a be followed in experience by /, then 
subsequently the recurrence of either as impression or 
idea, will be followed by the recurrence of / as an idea. 

It may be well to note here the limiting conditions intro- 
duced in the foregoing enunciation of the law of contiguity. 
'Vhc recurrence of a will be followed by the recurrence of i 
under similar marginal con dil ions. We have already seen 
how the impression coitf suggested Jarm^ &c., to my friend, 
and elections &c., to me. The marginal conditions, 
the settings, so to Sj-eak, of the impression, were different 
in the two cases, and the secondary suggestion was there- 
fore different. Only under similar marginal conditions 
wil) the impression a suggest /. Under different marginal 
conditions, it may suggest p or z. It is true that the 
marginal conditions never or very rarely are quite similar. 
But such an assumption in the enunciation of a general 
law is very common in scientific method. The first law 
of motion asserts that the motion of a body when left to 
itself will be uniform and rectilinear. Practically no physical 
body is left to itself \ it is never free from the influence of 
sui roundings. But no one with an adequate grasp of 
scientific method regards this as a defect in Newton’s law. 
Nor should we regard the assunii)tion of similar marginal 
conditions as any defect in the law of contiguity. 
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It must not ])e supposed, however, that the law of 
contiguity is on the same plane of universality as the first law 
of motion. I’hcre is another implied but unexpressed 
assumption that is never more than partially true. It is 
assumed that memory is perfect. Tliat this assumption is 
false, or only partially true, is only too apparent. We may 
to-day establish the sequence iter itineris^ or seven-times- 
eight fifty-six^ in a small boy’s mind, so that at the end of 
the lesson iter at ojjce suggests itineris^ and the multiplica- 
tion-table runs smoothly. But next week iter unfortunately 
does not suggest itineris, and the multiplication-table is 
decidedly lumpy. Those of us who in adult life have weak 
or treacherous memories, know well that associations are 
often not permanent but transitory, 'fhe wave of conscious- 
ness that flowed so glibly from a io I last week, now flows to 
any other letter of the alphabet. The bond between a and 
/ seems to have dissolved. Jt would be confusing, how- 
ever, to interpolate in the midst of a consideration of 
association more than a passing allusion to the conditions of 
memoiy. It is therefore sufficient to note here that the 
relative permanence or transiency of association-links is 
primarily dependent on unalterable physiological conditions. 
Macaulay could not help remembering ; most of us cannot 
help forgetting. Secondly, with a given faculty, the relative 
permanence depends (i) on the strength of the initial 
association depending largely on the interest it arouses ; (2) 
on the recency of its establishment; and (3) on the 
frequency of its occurrence. For the present, however, we 
neglect all these considerations and assume a perfect 
uiemory, though, as wc shall hereafter see, forgetfulness is 
one of the conditions of our mental life, and a sine qua non 
of its development. 

We are still very far from anything like adequate or exact 
knowledge of the physiological conditions of association. 
An external stimulus .v, giving rise to the impression is 
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followed by a c^uite unconnected stiimilus, j' giving jise to 
the impression /. At first sight there is no obvious icason 
why any connection should be established between a and /. 
And if the stream of consciousness were discontinuous, thcre^ 
would bo no psycholc^gical connection. Assuming the con- 
tinuity of this stream, wc may diagrammatically represent 
the effects of successive stimuli thus — 

a /, 

> 


1'lic dolled line: icj.)i\senls the flow of the stream of con- 
sciousness. The stimulus .v gives lise to the im])ression a, 
and the sul.isequent stimulus v to the im])rebsion /. 'rhere 
is no direct connection between a and /; but there arc 
indirc( t connections in the transitioiud occurrem es withifi 
the stream of consciousness b('lwccn these impressions. 

But \'C may icgaid Fig. lo as a physiological diagram, 
d'he doited line then reprosi nts the slicam of occuircnces 
in the nervc-lissiics of the brain, in whic h a and / arc 
externally determined by stimuli. 'The ('onnec'tion then 
lies in nerve impulses along inlerconncrting nerve tract-; 
between the i'onlrcs coiK'cined in a and / respectively. 
'I'hcre is no reason to .su|iposc, however, that tliesc inter- 
('onnccling neivc imj)ulses have conscious accomj);inimcnts. 
d’i’ic conliiuiily is purely ]jhysi(’al or physiologi( al. Only 
on t'hc assuinjtlion that the diagram rejiresents the stream 
of things in themselves, the realities underlying pliysical 
and psychical ap[)c:aran(’cs, ('an we satisfactorily predicate 
continuity. Ihis no doubt introdiuas mcla[)bysi(.al con 
ceptions. But they are inevitabhe 

'lb return to the law of contiguity. \\b have seen tliat, ns 
ah JVC eiiuniciatcd, it asserts that if any two focal states a and 
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/ocrwrin suc.cessivc nioiucnls of consciousness, the subse 
quent recurrence of will lend, under sifiiilar marginal 
conditions, to suggest the recurrence of /. As it is fre- 
([iienlly stated, however, the law of contiguity seems to 
assert something more tluin this. It asserts that either of 
two ideas associated by contiguity tends to suggest the 
other. And this as a practical fact is sufficiently conform- 
al )lc with experience. I notice, for example, in my country 
walk an unfamiWta* shrub, and then its peculiar lanceolate 
leaf. Afterwards ihc sight of the shrub suggests the leaf, 
and conversely tlic sight of the leaf will suggest the 
shrub. 

Let us note in passing, that although the leaf is part of 
the shrub as a natural object, yet the leaf and the shrub arc 
cpiilc distinct as impressions or ideas. When I have an im- 
pression of the shrub, it occupies the focus of consciousness 
as a wlurlc ; hut when I concentrate my attention upon one 
paiticular leaf, the shrub, though still present to conscious- 
nes ;, becomes merely marginal. I may have an impiession 
(oi an idea) of a flock of sheep, of one sliecp of the flock, of 
a poition of the fleece of one sheep, or of one hair of the 
fleecy wool. All of these arc (juite separate ideas, which may 
occupy tiie focus of consciousness in successive moments, 
and arc capable of becoming associated by contiguity. As 
ilie bush may suggest the leaf, so may the lloc.k suggest the 
individual sheep, and in each case it would seem that the 
order is reversible. It would seem then that wc il^ust 
mod’ily our i)rcvious statement, and assert that the psychical 
wave may either reiical its previous course, a being followed 
by /, or reverse its cour.se, / being followed by a. 

I question, however, whctluir the wave ever duCLS reverse 
its course, 'i'hc story is told of a schoolmaster who asked 
a sailor lad to box the conq)ass backwards, lie readily 
did so ; and then asked the schoolmaster to say with equal 
rapidity the alphabet backwards, lie could not. For the 
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sailor lad, Ihc wave of consciousness had been wont to dow 
round the coii^pass in either direction indifferently; for 
the schoolmaster, the wave of consciousness had always 
flowed in one direction, and he could not reverse its 
course. 

In the many cases where either of two ideas will indif- 
ferently suggest the other, as in the case of the shrub and 
its leaf, it is probable that there has been an alternate occu- 
pancy of the focus of consciousness. Sh^tb, leaf, shrub 
again, leaf again, and so on. Either will then suggest the 
other, the wave repeating a part of its former course with- 
out reversal. In any case it does not seem in accordance 
with experience to say that the order of suggestion is in all 
cases indifferent. Many of us who have a fair reading 
acquaintance with French or German, speaking it or writing 
it but seldom, find that though the foreign word at once 
suggests its English equivalent, the English word does not at 
once suggest its French or German equivalent. But if we have 
a conversational knowledge of the language as well as a 
reading knowledge, this difference disappears. The order 
of association is here — in my own case at all events- not 
indifferent. I think we may therefore leave the enunciation 
of the law of contiguity as above given, requesting those who 
are satisfied that reversal is also true to modify the statement 
of the law in accordance with this view. 

Passing now to the law of association by similarity^ wc 
find mat this is not so definite and clcar cut, or so general 
in its application, as that we have already considered. It 
may be thus slated : — If two focal slates of consciousness 
resemble each other, the recurrence of the one as impression 
or idea will tend to suggest the recurrence of the other as an 
idea. Note the ambiguity of the word resemble.” If w c 
ask : Resemble in what respect ? we can only reply : Re- 
semble sufficiently in any respect. But we shall find it 
hard to render definite the sufficiency of resemblance. We 
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may express the law somewhat differently thus If two focal 
states have common elements, the recurrence of one of 
them will suggest tlie recurrence of the other. ?.ut we 
cannot define very clearly what either the nature or the 
amount of the common elements must be to ensure recur 
rence under the law of similarity. 

Standing by the medallion of Wordsworth in Grasmere 
church, my cc^iipanion said to me, “ It reminds me of 
Dante.” Something about the face, perhaps the nose, sug- 
gested that of Dante. When associations of this type occur, 
we generally express them by some such phrase as “ This 
reminds me of that,” or ** This resembles that.” The croco- 
dile reminds us of an alligator ; the slow worm resembles a 
snake. Instances of such association are so common and 
familiar that they need no further illustration. 

I shall employ the phrase associaiion by resemblance for 
such cases as these where an impression suggests the idea of 
that which more or less closely resembles it, and shall use 
the phrase association by perceived similarity of relationship 
for certain more complex cases of far wider range and of a 
far subtler nature. These cases I will now proceed to 
illustrate. 

Where Shelley says, in his “Ode to the West Wind”: — 

Drive my ilead over the universe 

Like withered leaves, to quicken n new birth, — 

the similarity between the focal idea “ dead thoughts ” and 
the focal idea “withered leaves” is by no means simple and 
obvious. One may say indeed that there is no similarity 
between the focal ideas taken by themselves ; they are only 
assimilated through the imaginative insight of the poet. 
The metaphors and imagery of every great poet are full of 
such subtle associations. Take, for example, Shakespeare*s 

“ Now is the winter of onr discontent 

« ^ Made glorir.us summer hy this sun York,” 
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K('ats fipeaks of wine' in a f^oblct, 

** With beaded bubbles winking at the briiu.” 

Tennyson, in ‘*Akbar*s Dream,” writes : — 

“And morn 

Has lifted the dark eyelash of the Night 
Frorh off the rosy cheek of walking Day.” 

The slow prosaic mind cannot follow these subtle associa- 
tions, involving delicate perceptions of sirrtSlarity of relation- 
shij), that abound in and give character to the best imaginative 
poetry. It wonders why Shakespeare drags in a ief(Mt*nce to 
the season of the year, and thinks hh should have spelt sun 
r)fV()ik with an o. And when Keats, with his subtle and 
imaginative jdny of thought, says tliat Porphy^o 

“ From the closol ciej>r, 

Ntuseless as fear in a wide wilderness ; ” 

or when Browning, who had so thoroughly assimiiat«'d 
certain salient scientific truths, says: — 

“ And I know not if, save in this, such gift be all<>wc<l to man 
Tliat nut of three sounds he frame, not a fourth sound, but a star;” 

many complain of their similes as far-fetched. And pro- 
bably no one who had not a permeating knowledge of the 
fact that the white light of the star is resolvable into 
differently coloured rays, would catch Frowning’s thought 
that just as different colours combine to fi)rm white light, 
symbolized concretely in “a star,” so do diff-rent sounds 
coalesce to form that new and diverse expciioncc a musical 
chord. 

Wit and humour largely depend upon association by 
similarity, as where Olivia* AVcndell Holmes' writes, the 
street band having ceased its torture: — 

“And sibmeo, like a poultice, enme 
To heal tlic Mows of sound.” 

* A lady who ];now.s her Browning tells me that she had regardctl 
the ‘star” us siinbolic of the music of the spheres. Perhaps this was 
also in ihowmng’s mind, a mind ever ricli in many-sided allurions.' 
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An a!)Ic fellow student of mine, a Kreijchmnn, once com- 
plained that he could not follow a train of reasoning given 
tn the morning’s lecture. A feather-head standing near 
cNclaimed, “Never mind, old man, we’re all rowing m the 
same boat.” “But, thank the Lord, not with the same 
5e///A,” was the prompt and witty reply. It Mr Winwood 
Keade, 1 think, who somewhere* says, “Life is bottled sun- 
shine; and Death 4he silent-footed butler who draws the 
cork.” 

It must now be more definitely noted that these subtler 
scintillations of a brilliant intellect, though based on 
similarity, involve something more than simple resemblance 
of two focal ideas. 'J'here is no inljerent similarity between 
sil(‘iu;e and a j)oultice, or between a musical chord and a 
star. T/ie dmilarily is not in the focal ideas, but in fbei/ 
rdaiions. 'They may be expressed in the form of ratios. 
As a poultice is to the physical effects of a blow, so is 
,silen<'(' to the effects of a street-band. As coloured rays aie 
to starlight, so arc separate notes to a musical chord. As 
\vither«‘(l leaves form a fertile soil for new plants, so will my 
dead thoughts form a fertile soil for new thoughts. And 
f;imilarly in other cases. What we term tlu^ relation, is the 
tr.jnsilion from om* focal stale to another focal state. li\ 
oftlu'se more ('omplex cases of wliat 1 have termed 
a .soeiation by peici*ivcd .similarity of relationship, wc may 
a<id to our foimer statement of the law the following r—Il 
the relation of two focal states ^7 and / iesi‘mblos the relatioi^ 
oi two other focal states b and ;//, the lecurreiicc ot a : / 
wiil suggest the recurrence of b : m. Or, more brielly, 
similar ratios or transitions suggest one anolhei’. We can- 
not follow this up further now. Wc shall hereafter see that 
this, which is the basis of poetical imagery, is also the basis 
ot scientific insight and infcreiue. 

Concerning the principle of associa/io?? I y con/rast, little 
nerd J)e said. It is based upon tin* fa( t that strongly roii 
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trasted ideas tend to suggest each other. A giant suggests, 
a dwarf ; beauty, ugliness ; virtue, vice ; and so forth. lu' 
such cases, however, there would seem to be always a boml 
either of contiguity (/>. previous association in experience) 
or of similarity. We have perhaps seen or probably read, of 
giants and dwarfs in connection with each other ; and they 
are alike in being abnormal departures from the normal 
stature of man. That is tolfcay, ih^l-e is a similarity of 
relation. Good, bad; beautiful, ugly; virtuous, vicious; 
great, small; these are terms which, so to speak, go in 
couples, and thus come to be associated in the experiences 
derived from ordinary speech. Moreover, contrast is con- 
stantly used in early education. “Be good, and not 
naughty.*' “This is red and not blue.*' “What is the 
difference between solid and liquid?’* Thus associations 
by contiguity are formed, and the perception of similar or 
dissimilar relations is fostered. Although, therefore, there 
is no denying the fact that an idea may suggest its 
antithetical idea, there seems no reason for invoking any 
principle of association other than those of contiguity or 
similarity. 

Of these two, that of contiguity must undoubtedly be 
regarded as the more primitive, and it is capable -t^f ihe 
more definite and rigid enunciation. Both deal expressly 
with the focal elements of consciousness. But it must not be 
forgotten that in normal human experience the focal elements 
can never be regarded as isolated ; and that in any normal 
sequence of focal elements m n o p the nature of any one 
of them p is not determined only by the nature of its 
antecedent but also by the subconscious, and perhaps 
also the infra-conscious, accompaniments of o. This we 
have already illustrated in indicating the nature of divergent 
association, and in showing that the particular as.sociation in 
any special case is determined by the general drift of the 
mind at the time being. I pass in my walk .|Lwo tnen in 
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ronversjWon, and overhear the remark, T don't care iniicJi 
for boufls,^* Owing to divergent associations with the word 
^^howls^' this does not convey much to me. But there was 
probably no doubt as to the meaning in the mind of the 
person to whom the remark was addressed. Perhaps they 
wer^ discussing games, or had been talking of the news of 
the Spanish Armada reaching England ; perhaps they were 
naturalists, and were comparing views as to the best shape 
for an aquarium tsftk ; pelhaps they were talking about 
Coleridge, and the influence of the sonnets of Mr W. 
Bowles on the poet's mind. I cannot say. It all depends 
upon the nature of the wave of consciousness into which 
bowls was thus introduced. In autumn, and at evening, we 
look upon the world with different eyes from those which 
looked on the spring of the year in early morn. “ There 
IS,” as Wordsworth says, “ an imaginative influence in the 
voice of the cuckoo, wheti the voice..has taken possession of 
a deep mountain valley, very different from anything which 
can be excited by the same sound in a flat country.” 
“After all, it is upon the mind which a traveller tarings 
along with him that his acquisitions, whether of pleasure or 
profit, must principally depend." * 

'Phis leads us to notice in passing the influence of the 
mood one is in, and the temperament one is of, upon the 
tlominant idea of the psychical >vave. Mood and tempera- 
ment express respectively the transitory or relatively 
permanent condition of the body of the wave of which the 
dominant idea is the crest or summit. The sequence of 
ideas is different, according as one is sanguine or 
melancholic, choleric or phlegmatic, d'he poetic tempera 
ment is in many respects different from the scientific, and 
both from the merely prosaic. In the prosaic person, 
association by contiguity reigns supreme; in the poet, 
association by similarity is rich and abundant. The man 
of science, if he have the gift of imagination, utilizes 
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association by similarity, but always seeks to •make it 
subservient to, or at least to correlate it with, association 
by contiguity. 

In conclusion, we may ask whether any given state of 
consciousness regarded as a whole is completely determined 
by the preceding state of consciousness. That is, using th(? 
letters mn o p q not merely to represent the focal elements, 
but states of consciousness in their entirety, is the state p 
completely determined by the state At a dinner-parly 
the oilier night I had the misfortilne on entering the room 
to say to my hostess one of those things which are better 
pul differently if not left unsaid. This left a sore place in 
my mind, which continually smarted. I lapsed into un- 
consciousness of it from lime to time when I hecaine 
interested in the conversation of my charming companion. 
But in the pauses of the conversation, back it came into 
consciousness, and reminded me like conscience of my evil 
deed. Now here we must either say that during conversa- 
tion my faux pas was present to consciousness, though I 
was not conscious of it, which sounds to say the least of it 
somewhat contradictory ; or we must say that the state 
of consciousness p was not completely determined by the 
preceding state of consciousness o. The facts are best 
explained by saying that during conversation the faux pas 
remained in tlic extra-marginal infra-conscious region, over 
mastered by more powerful and insistent states of conscious- 
ness. If this be so, there arc three ways in which a focal 
element in consciousness may be normally determined : — 

(1) In association with cerebral disturbances determined 
by an external stimulus in primary suggestion, 

(2) In association with cerebral disturbances determined 
by preceding disturbances, dominant or sub-dominant, and 
therefore associated with consciousness or subconsciousness, 

(3) In association with cerebral disturbances determined 
by preceding infra-dominant disturbances not associated 
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with consc'unisncss, or whose psychical concomitants are 
infra -conscious. 

According to the doctrine of determinism, every normal * 
state of consciousness is determined in one or more of these 
three ways. 

“ In all psychical development,^* says Dr Stout in his 
Manual of Psychology ^ “some kind of association and repro- 
duction is involved. So much may be conceded to associa- 
tionism. Its derect»Iies in making the whole process merely 
reproductive, to the exclusion of other modes of psychical 
interaction, giving rise to new and not merely reproduced 
results.” It may be said that the law of association by con- 
tiguity is an analytic statement of the conditions of repro- 
duction which arc necessary to the genesis of experience; but 
that it must be supplemented by the laws which condition 
the synthesis involved in psychological production. Hence 
the importance of supplementing any statement of the law 
of association by the qualification “ under similar marginal 
conditions.” When Dr Stout asserts that “the fundamental 
principle of association is not contiguity in the strict sense 
of the word, but rather (ontinuily of inters ff he is em- 
phasizing the importance of these marginal conditions, for 
interest is the feeling tone which accompanies the relation 
of the focus to the margin in consciousness. In the sug- 
gestion by similarity considered in the latter part of this 
chapter, the marginal conditions rise to the position of 
dominance. Now these marginal conditions are the relevant 
portion of the net result of experience and knowledge ; and 
iho higher the stage of mental development, the more 
important is their influence in modifying the course of 
further development, and in maskmg the effects of direct 
association. 


* Reference to abnormal deteniiination either l^y a pohoned blood- 
supply, physical injury, disease, or thought transference,” is hci'- 
intentionally omitted. 
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CHAPTER V. 

ASSOC/AT/ON OF IDEAS IN ANIMALS, 

J T can scarcely be doubted that for afiimals, as for man, 
there is a wave of consciousness. By animals I here 
mean vertebrates, to which, aS I have before said, I propose 
to limit my attention in this Introduction to Comparative 
Psychology. In mammals and birds, and to a less degree 
in reptile.s, amphibian.$, and fi.she.s, there is a community of 
sensory endowment and a community of brain-structure. All 
these forms of life belong to one great branch of the animal 
kingdom ; and if we accept evolution as the true basis of 
explanation alike in biology and in psychology, we are 
justified in inferring that, co-ordinate and concurrent with 
the community of nervous mechanism and its physiological 
functioning, there is a community of psychical nature and 
psychological functioning. 

\Vhen we watch a cat stealing upon a bird we may fairly 
conclude that the impression of the bird is focal to conscious- 
ness, and that the bird is set in a visual scene the surround- 
ing details of which are merely marginal in the cat's 
consciousness, as arc also the movements of her own limbs, 
which are being subconsciously controlled in accordance 
with the nature of the ground over which she is passing. 
Let us not quarrel over the word “ consciousness." There 
are some who contend that in strict accuracy, that is to say, 
according to their definition of the word, we must distinguish 
beiw^een the consciousness of man and the consentience of 
animals. I do not propose to discuss the advisability or the 
revLTse of such limitation of the term consciousness.” I 
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shall in this work use the word quite broadly and generally, 
so as to comprise both consciousness in the more restricted 
sense and consentience. I repeat that when the cat is 
stealing upon the bird we have good grounds for inferring 
that there are both focal and marginal elements in con- 
sciousness ; and hence that the state of consciousness at 
the moment in question might, were our means of acquiring 
the necessary knowledge less inadequate than they inevitably 
arc, be represented in the form of a curve. 

I shall take it for granted then, without further discussion, 
that in the animals we are considering there arc, as in man, 
both focal and marginal elements in consciousness. The 
wave of consciousness may be in them far simpler in con- 
stitution than it is in man ; but I shall adopt the hypothesis 
that there is such a wave, and shall use the terms “im- 
pression ” and “ idea ” for the focal constituents of the wave. 
'Fhus the kitten has an impression of the ball with which it 
is playing, and the hungry dog may have an idea of a nice 
meaty bone. 

That the impression is brought to the focus by primary 
suggestion through afferent fibres, no one is likely to 
(luestion. But that the idea is due to secondary suggestion 
through association it may be well to illustrate, though it is 
scarcely probable that many would be disposed to doubt 
the fact. 

I have made a series of observations on young chicks and 
ducks hatched out in an incubator, with the object of 
studying experimentally the establishment of associations. 
A few extracts from my note book will suftice to show the 
tiature of the evidence. A chick, about eighteen hours old, 
pecked at its own excrement rapidiy thrice in succession, 
and then shook its head and wiped its bill on the ground, 
'fen minutes later it began to peck, but checked the .action 
before reaching the excrement and wiped its bill. A little 
later it came near, looked at the material, and then walked 





86 INTRODUCTION TO COMPARATIVE PSYCHOLOGY. 

• 

away. A visual impression and a taste impression had 
become associated, and the recurrence of the former 
suggested a representation of the latter as an idea. On the 
morning of their second day of life I placed a shallow tin of 
water before my chicks. They took no notice, and several 
ran tlirough it without heeding it. Presently one of the 
birds, while standing in the water, chanced to ])cck at its 
toes, as c:hicks so frequently do. At on«e he lifted his head 
and drank repeatedly. Another was led to drink by pecking 
at a bubble on the brim. Others seemed to do so by imita- 
tion of their neighbours. Some time afterwards one chanced 
to run through the water. It at once stopped and drank. 
It seemed as if the wetting of the feet suggested the act of 
drinking — the two experiences having become associated 
by contiguity. One of my chicks three or four days old 
snapped up a hive-bee and ran off with it. Then he dropped 
it, shook his head much and often, and wiped his bill 
rei)eatedly. I do not think he had been stung, probably he 
tasted the poison. In any case, in a few minutes he seemed 
(piite hapiiy and eager after new experiences. But though 
he came and looked at it once or twice, he made no further 
attempt to run off with the hive-bee. An association, based 
on a single experience, was at least temporarily established. 
Similar experiments with the unpleasant caterpillar of the 
cinnabar moth and with lady -birds showed that the 
association between a peculiar appearance and nasty taste 
was in all cases very rapidly established, and that the visual 
impres.sion suggested the idea or re presentation of unpleasant 
gustatory experience. 

A word of warning may here be introduced against a not- 
unnatiira! tendency begotten by our living in what may be 
termed an atmosphere of human conceptions. VVe call the 
cinnabar caterpillar an “ object,” and we say that the object 
has a certain visual appearance, banded with gold and black, 
and a^so, for the chick which takes it into its bill, a certain 
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(aste. ^nd when we see that in the chick an association 
is established between appearance and taste, we are apt, 
without further thouglit, to siipi)ose that the cliick, two or 
three days old, distinguifshes between the object, its appear- 
ance, and its taste, and associates the appearance of the 
object with its taste as distinguishable and already dis- 
tinguished qualities. Now I shall have to say somewhat 
concerning “ objects^*’ and “qualities ” in the proper place. 
Here at present we have nothing to do with them save 
resolutely to exclude them from our thought. The visual 
im2)ression of the banded black and yellow caterpillar is a 
bit of simple and direct experience : the gustatory impression 
which follov /5 is no less a bit ofsimplc and direct experience. 
And when, subsequently, the sight of the caterpillar suggests 
its taste, what we have is the presentative occurrence of the 
one bit of experience suggesting the representative occurrence 
of the other bit of exj^erience. 'fhe little chick does not 
bother its head in the most rudimentary way about either 
objects or ([ualities. Sense-experience is all-sufficient for 
the piactical needs of its simple life. 

One of the greatest difficulties against which the student 
of zoological psychology has to contend is, that the language 
in which he needs must describe and endeavour to explain 
the mental processes of animals embodies the results of a 
vast amount of analytic thought. He has to employ phrases 
w’hich imply analysis, to describe experiences which involve no 
analy.sis. Wc speak, for example, 0/ the “taste of the cater- 
pillar, '' which seems to imply the distinction between taste 
as a property of the caterpillar, and the caterpillar as possessed 
of this property. For those critics who delight to catch an 
author tripj)ing in his words ratiic. than in his thought, 
nothing w'ould be easier than to score a point by exclaiming, 
“The very language the author einjjloys betrays the fallacy 
of his contention ; he pretends to believe that animals are 
incapable of analysis ; and yet there is scarcely a i)hrasc 
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descriptive of the mental processes of animals whrdi does 
not plainly indicate such power of analysis.” I am desirous 
that the reader should quite clearly grasp (i) that our 
language is full of the results of the analysis of phenomena ; 
(2) that this analysis has to be effected by man, the language 
maker and the language user ; (3) that language, being thus 
saturated with the results of analysis, it is practically im- 
possible to describe mental processes in their primitive 
unanalysed modes of occurrence without using phrases which 
are analytic in form ; and (4) that the use of such analytic 
phrases must not be taken to imply analysis in the animal. 
What we call the “ taste of the caterpillar ” is for the chick a 
bit of simple, direct, unanalysed, sensory experience. 

To return now to my experimental poultry-yard. I have 
been much struck, as I watched the progress day by day of 
my families of chicks or ducklings, with the fact that 
although they bring with them into the world an inherited 
aptitude to perform certain activities, yet all experience, 
even of the performances of these activities, is a matter of 
individual acquisition. And further, that this experience is 
rendered of practical value through association. Only in so 
far as associations are formed does experience afford a basis 
for the guidance of action, and the conduct of the business 
of life. It is only as associations are established between 
impressions of sight and taste that the chick begins to learn 
what to cat and what to avoid. At first he picks up any- 
thing of convenient size that catches his observant eye. 
Every minute of the early hours and days of life he is 
establishing associations of eminently practical value for 
his life’s guidance. The environment is simple, and the 
associations direct and oft-recurring. Hence at the end of 
a week or ten days he is a remarkably wide-awake little bird. 

But although there is, so far as 1 have been able to 
c.)i)serve, no satisfactory evidence of anything like inherited 
experience, the associations being in all cases individually 
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acquired, 1 think it extremely probable that there arc in- 
herited facilities for association, if I may so phrase it. I 
mean that there very likely exist in the cerebral hemispheres 
nerve-tracks which facilitate the establishment of such associa- 
tions as those between sight and taste. What is inherited, 
however, is the mechanism by which association may 
be established ; what is a matter of individual accpiisition is 
the association that is established. My chicks thoroughly 
enjoyed the warmtti of my hand, and when I stretched it out 
towards them they would run to it, and nestle in the half- 
closed palm. I instance this as an association which in this 
particular form could not have been inherited, and must 
have been of purely individual establishment. 

I may here mention a somewhat amusing case of associa- 
tion in two of my ducklings. 1 had placed before them 
regularly at the same time each Inorning a black tray, on 
which was a shallow tin containing water ; they ran to it, 
drinking eagerly, sitting in the tin and washing. On the 
sixth morning I gave them at the usual time the black tray 
and the shallow tin, but without the water. They ran to it, 
scooped with their bills along the bottom of the empty tin, 
and made all the motions of the beak characteristic of 
drinking. They sat in the empty tin, waggling their little 
tails and ducking their heads, throwing wholly imaginary 
Welter over their backs. This they continued to do for ten 
minutes, — the action becoming less and less vigorous. 'I'hen 
T gave them water. Next morning I repeated the same 
experiment. They ran to the tin, squatted in it, and tried 
U) find water to drink ; but after three minutes or so went 
off, but ran to it again when I jjoured in water. The 
following morning, after just se?;'ching for water in the 
empty tin, they waddled off. 

It must be remembered that the chicks and ducklings 
upon which my observations and exi)L'rituenls were carried 
out were entirely dependent upon their own individual efforts 
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in gaining acquaintance with their little world; for they 
wdie hatched out in an incubator, and had never known a 
mother. Under more normal conditions they would have 
had some guidance from the hen as mother or as foster- 
t)arcnt, and they would have grown up among all the tradi- 
tions of the poultry-yard. They would therefore have had 
some guidance in the formation of associations, — imitation 
of the hen, and to a less degree of other individuals of their 
kind, aiding them not a little in the acquisition of experience. 
I was, however, unable to observe, when I returned my 
young birds to the yard whence I had obtained the eggs, 
that, at ages of from ten days to three weeks, they were in 
any marked respect inferior. to other chicks of the same age. 
No douljt there were minor matters in which their experience 
was deficient ; but these were nowise obvious. 

It would seem then dififtcult to overestimate the import- 
ance of the association of ideas in the early life of animals. 
It is the means — the sole means — by which experience is 
made available for the guidance of action. Experience, no 
matter how often repeated, is useless for guidance unless 
associations are established. If a chick takes a ladybird in 
its beak forty times, and each time finds it nasty, this is of 
no p.aclical value to the bird unless the sight of the insect 
suggests the nasty taste before the insect is taken into the 
bill. And it must be lemembered that the utmost which 
parental care can effect is a certain amount of guidance in 
the establishment of associations. Association links cannot 
be formed vicariously. Hence no matter how complete and 
liinv long-continued tin; fo.sterage in the early days of life, all 
the associations must hi’ established by the individual him- 
self for his own individual guidance. 

I have utilised rny observations on young chicks to bring 
out this conclusion, because in them the establishment of 
association-links can be so readily watched. But analogous 
fuels can be observed in all young animals. And it is of 



ov animau. 


91 


course those associations which are liable to reiterated re- 
establishment, when the linkage tends to fade, as it is apt 
to do in animals and men, that become so ingrained in 
experience as to be practically indissoluble. A merely 
chance association may last for a while, but will fade more 
or less quickly. I was experimenting with a fox-terrier, and 
testing his intelligence in bringing a stick through railings, 
narrow gaps in a hc^ge, and so forth. He was keenly eager 
to fetch the stick when I threw it just the other side of 
a hedge. To reach the gap he had to pass through some 
nettles. By these he was stung, and dropping the stick 
ran off and rolled in the grass. I fetched the stick, called 
and patted the dog, and then threw the stick out into the 
open field. He rushed off; but when he saw the stick on 
the ground nothing would induce him to touch it. I broke 
another stick, and he fetched if again and again. But 
whenever I threw that stick, he refused to, pick it up even 
when coaxed to do so. A temporary association between 
that .stick and the stinging had seemingly been established ; 
but it was only teui[)oiary. I took him on for a five or six 
mile walk, and then returned, after a coujde of hours or so, 
to the same field. I threw the stick ; he bounded after 
it, and fetched it without hesitation. 'The smart of the 
nettle had .subsided, and with it, seemingly, the association. 

1 may here give another exann)]e of association in the 
same dog. He will fetch sticks for me by the hour ; but if 
I throw a golf-ball, or even a rounded stone, then sticks 
at once lose their interest. I may t)ockel the ball and 
tinow sticks, Init the must lie will do is run a few yards after 
them, and then come and beg for the ball. 1 therefore tric'd 
the following experiment:—! j)lactd a ball in my pocket — 
an old one that he had gnawed almost beyond recognition — 
and started forth for my walk, repeatedly throwing a stick 
for him to his perfect satisfaction. I tlu'n ])ut my hand in 
iny pocket, fumbled the bull, and palled the dog’s head 
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with that hand. lie sniffed at it eagerly. I threw a stick ; 
he bounded off a few yards, and then came jumping at my 
side. A race after the ball had been suggested through the 
channel of olfactory sensations, but the stick no longer had 
the same interest. 

I think it possible that association through olfactory 
channels may help us to account for the results of certain 
experiments I have made with dogs. ^ The experiments 
themselves were suggested by that recorded by Mr Romanes, 
in an article entitled “ Fetishism in Animals.”* Soap- 
bubbles are blown, and the dogs induced to follow them. 
When the bubbles are touched by the dog with nose or 
paw, they burst. Now, in the great majority of cases the 
dog takes little or no notice of the bubbles, and when they 
burst shows very little sign of surprise, or any other emo- 
tion. The game is evidently regarded as a poor one. 
Sometimes, however, when the dog bursts the bubble with 
his nose, he shakes his head, and appears to experience dis- 
comfort. In only one case have I found anything like a 
marked effect. The dog retreated under the furniture, and 
could not be induced to approach the bubbles. If one 
bursts one of the bubbles with one’s own nose, one finds 
the result a little curious, — one feels the Imnsling, and there 
is a sudden concentrated flooding of the nose with a smell 
of soap. Such a gush of odoriferous partic les may well 
disipiiet an animal with so strong a sense of smell as the 
dog. I am indeed surprised that the majority of dogs take 
so liule notice of this effect, though they sometimes do, as 
1 have said, show signs of discomfort. I am disposed to 
think, however, that in the case of the dog which hid under 
the sofa there may have been association ; for the dog 
hated being washed above all things, and would have to be 
dragged out of hiding when the time for the trying ordeal 
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came. •Of all smells few had for him more unpleasant 
associations than that of soap. This of course may have 
been a coincidence. And 1 have tried other dogs which 
hated b»ing washed without observing any such marked 
effect. One Yorkshire terrier, I may mention, licked the 
bubbles, and apparently liked this new method of experi 
mentation. Its mistress told me that the dog liked soap, 
and always licked itself all over after the bath. Mr Romanes’s 
fetishistic interpretition of the very marked effects on his 
terrier, 1 am disposed to question. He tells me that the dog 
disliked being washed, and thinks that such an association 
as I suggest was not unlikely. 

It would not be difficult to fill several jiages with exampK s 
of association in animals ; but it is better to leave tlie 
reader to draw upon his own experience for supplementary 
cases. If he has any close acquaintanceship with animals, 
he will have little difficulty in doing so. Of course it is 
only when the idea suggested through association expresses 
itself in action that we can obtain evidence of its existence. 
And much of the training wc give to our domestic animals 
consists in establishing certain associations, such that a word, 
a sign, a touch of rein or whip, suggests infallibly the appro- 
priate action. And every one who has had anything t(i do 
with the training of animals knows well how much tht^y 
differ in the rapidity with which association - links are 
formed, and in their permanence when once they have been 
established. 

Further evidence of the establishment of associations is 
given where the animal in some way indicates to its fellows 
or to man its emotional state, or its desire that some action 
should be performed. I find that the sounds emitted by 
young chicks are decidedly instinctive, — that is to say, they 
are inherited modes of giving expression to certain emo- 
tional states. And some of them are fairly differentiated. 
At least six may be distinguished. First, the gentle piping 
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sou/ul expressive of contentment, —/or ewvnpJc, wken one 
takes (lie little bird in unc^s band. /\ further low note, a 
sort of double sound, seems to be associated with extreme 
pleasure, as when one strokes the chick’s back. Very 
characteristic and distinct is the danger note. This is 
heard on the second or third day. If a large humble-bee, 
or a black l)eetle, or a big lump of sugar, or in fact any- 
thing largish and strange, be thrown to them this danger 
note is at once heard. I’hen there is tflfe piping sound, ex- 
pressive apparently of wanting something. It generally 
ceases when one goes near them and throws some grain, or 
even only stands near 'them. My chicks were accustomed to 
my presence in the room, and generally were restless, and 
continuously made tin's sound when 1 left them. Then 
there is the sharp squeak when one seizes a chick against 
its inclination. Lastly, there is the shrill cry of distress, 
when, for example, one of them is separated from the 
rest. I have very little doubt that all of these sounds 
have a suggestive value of emotional import for the other 
chicks. Certainly the danger note at once places others 
on the alert, and the pleasure note will cause others to 
come to the spot where the little bird is when the note 
is bounded. I mention these associations, because they 
arc the best cxarnjdes I know of anything of the nature 
of inherited associations, and I would specially draw^ 
attention to the fact that they are at first scarcely at all 
particularised. 'Fhe sound is associated with an emotional 
state, not wnth any particular experience which gives rise 
to that state, and it pro])ably suggests a similar state 
not in any way particularised. It is possible that with 
the advent of particular experiences the sounds may be 
further differentiated ; but I have not been able to obtain 
evidence of the fact. Somewhat will be said later on con- 
cerning the means of communication among animals ; and 
the question how far such communication is suggestive of 
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emo\\oi[\^\ steles, tit\d \\ov? far of definite impressions 

or particular experiences, will be briefly considered. 

Passing to higher animals, theie is no question that they 
may be taught to signify to us by certain actions that they 
desire certain things to be done for them ; and as this is 
evidence of particular associations, one or two instances may 
be- adduced. One of my own cats would always touch th(! 
handle of the door when she wished it opened. We had 
established this atteociation by building on an a[)parcntly 
chance occurrence, when the cat, reaching up, touched the 
handle. By always opening the door when she so reached 
up to the handle, and taking no noliec when she merely sat 
and mewed, the suggestive value of the action became 
definitely fixed. Sir John laibbock taught his intelligent 
black poodle Van to distinguish between t)laiii and printed 
cards. The cards were about ten inches by three, and had 
some simple word such as FOOD or OU'F printed on them 
in large letters. Van learnt not only to distinguish these 
from each other, but to associate particular words with 
particular experiences. When she wanted food or tea, she 
fetched the appropriate card and got what she wanted in 
exchange. In 113 cases, during twelve days, she only made 
two mistakes, one of which was bringing “ door” instead of 
“ food.” In these cases she had twelve cards from which to 
select. 'J’hesc interesting experiments . show differential 
associations involving considerable power of discrimination 
in scnse-expericnce. To these cases I may add an observa- 
tion which I have already given in my work on Animal 
Life and Intelligence. When I was at the Diocesan College 
near Capetowai, a retriever, Scamp, used to come and sit 
with the lecturers at supper. He despised bread, but used 
to get an occasional bone, wdiicii he was not, however, 
allowed to eat in the hall. He took it to the door and stood 
there till it w^as opened for him. On one occasion be heard 
outside the excited barking of the other dogs. He ran 
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round the hall, picked up a piece of bread which onCf of the 
boys had dropped, and stood with it in his mouth at the 
door. When it was opened, he dropped the bread and 
raced off into the darkness to join the other dogs. 

Experiment and observation on our domesticated animals 
thus bring out abundant evidence of the association of ideas, 
and especially of new and unwonted associations. But it 
must be remembered that the whole natural life of animals 
affords a body of evidence which is only ftss striking because 
it is more familiar, and because we are so apt to suppose 
that the activities of animals are performed merely in accord- 
aiure with their instinctive nature, forgetting to how large 
an extent this basis owes its differentiation to individual 
acquisition through experience. Amid more or less uniform 
surroundings, and under the influence of common habits 
of life, the individual experience is so far uniform as to 
give rise to similar associations. But this does not alter the 
fact that for the individual these particular associations are 
a matter of individual acquisition. 

There can be little question that in animal life the vast 
majority of associations are associations by contiguity. But 
it is worth inquiring whether among animals, as wi|h man, 
there are also associations by similarity. We may,"' at any 
rate for the present, exclude associations by perceived simi- 
larity of relationshij). 'Fhese depend upon the perception 
of relations, and I propose to devote a chapter to the 
question whether animals are able to perceive relations as 
suclu The question is therefore whether ideas are suggested 
to animals through association by resemblance. When my 
cliicks had learnt to avoid hive-bees, mainly 1 think through 
tasting or perhaps smelling the poison, I threw among them 
one or two of those flies, JSris/alis, which bear a tolerably 
close superficial resemblance to the hive- bee. Not a chick 
would touch them, and the danger or warning note was 
frecpiently heard. Here was a clear case of avoidance 
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through resemblance. But whether there was the suggestion 
of the idea of a hive-bee through resemblance is another 
matter, and one we are hardly in a position to determine. 
'Fhe question is whether the sequence in the consciousness 
of the chick was (i) visual impression of eristalis, (2) visual 
idea of bee, (3) taste-idea, of poison ; or (1) visual impression 
of eristalis, (2) taste-idea of poison. In other words, did the 
chick, on seeing the eristalis, have an idea of a hive-bee and 
then a suggestiorfVjf the nasty taste, or did the chick on 
seeing the eristalis have at once a suggestion of the taste ? 
I think it far more probable that the chick simply mistook, 
as we say, the eristalis for a bee, — that, in fact, the im- 
pression of eristalis was nowise differentiated from previous 
impressions of hive-bees. 

This case is typical of a whole range of biological 
phenomena which come under the head of mimicry. 
Mimicry involves resemblance ; and in all cases the mimick- 
ing form (and it must be remembered that it is biological 
.mimicry, not psychological : there is no possibility of 
intentional imitation) gains advantage from its resemblance 
to anothlsir fori|> which is possessed of disagreeable or hurtful 
l|iiaUti^s. tIi^ resemblance also must be sufficient to 
the hurtful quality as an idea of sense-experience. 
If 'the animal could differentiate the mimicking from the 
mimicked form, mil the advantage would at once be lost. 
Hence it is provable that there is in these cases no asso- 
ciation by resemblance, but rather a perfect illusion, the 
mimicking and mimicked form giving rise to a single 
undifferentiated impression. And we may fairly regard the 
glaring colours of noxiohs insects as specially developed, so 
as to he of strikingly suggestive value. 

If then we conclude, as I think we must conclude, that 
cases of mimicry do not afford a trustworthy indication of 
association by resemblance, we shall find it difficult to 
obtain evidence of a satisfactory kind of the existence of 

o 
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this mode of association in animals. Not that this necessarily 
shows that such associations hy resemblance are absent 
fiom the mental processes of animals. It is cpiite possible, 
nay more, exceedingly probable, that they may frequently 
occur. And the difficulty we have in finding evidence of 
their existence is jxuliaps due to the fact that such associa- 
tions have little or no practical utility. 

Dr Stout, in \\\^ Mafiiial of well describes the 

role of association in the lower phases of mental develop- 
ment as affording* opportunities for the ac(]nireme 7 ii of jneati- 
He emphasizes lht‘ importanct! of ihti incorporation of 
new items of experience with those already ac(|uired. In 
place of saying that, when a chick refrains from perking 
at a nauseous cinnabar caterpillar, the visual impression 
suggests the idea or re presentation of unpleasant gustatory 
experience {supra^ p. 86), he says: — “The sight of the 
cinnabar caterpillar re excites the total disposition left be- 
hind by the previous experience of pecking at it, seizing it, 
and ejecting it witli disgust. Thus the (Tfect of these 
experiences is revived. The sight of the cinnabar cater- 
j)illar has acquired a menni)i(:;. It means the experiences 
which in the first instance; followed it; and just because it 
means them, it may more or less diS])ense witli the necessity 
of actually reptxati ng tliem.’^ This synthetic conception of 
the re-excitement of the previous experience as a whole 
is distinctly more satisfactory than the more analytic state- 
ment given in the text above. It carries further and puts 
more ei(;arly what I had in mind when 1 wrote the i)aragraph 
beginning near the ffjot of page 96. 
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CHAPTER VI. 

MEMORY, 

T N likening consciousness in its constant onward progress 
^ to a wave, we have noted that, besides the impression, 
nr idea which occupies its summit or crest, it comprises 
also, at any moment, certain rising or waxing elements, and 
certain falling, fading, or waning elements. 'I'he waxing 
period is of variable length, and is difficult to estimate. 
When a stimulus is received on the nerve-ends of any 
sense-organ, there elapses a certain time before clear con- 
sciousness results. Some of this time is occupied in the 
transmission of the impulse along the afferent nerve. This 
is altogether outside consciousness, — a purely physiological 
matter. But when the conscious centre is thrown into 
activity, there is a shorter or longer space of time occupied 
by the development of the impression in consciousness, or, 
as we may presumably express it from the physiological 
|)f)int of view, by the rising of the cerebral disturbance 
into dominance. Impressions or ideas which are simple 
and familiar develop rapidly; when they are ci)inj)lex and 
unfinniliar, they develop more slowly. Even if we have a 
fair reading accpiaintance with a foreign language, we find 
that it takes longer to read a page of that language than a 
page of our own. The somewhat unhuniliar words suggest 
ideas less readily thail those of our r,ative tongue, d'here 
is also a wide range of individual variation in the rate of 
development of ideas. Some jieople are naturally slow ; 
others naturally quick. It does not necessarily follow that 
those in whom ideas develop slowly are inferior in mental 
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worth to those in whom ideas develop rapidly. Sharp quick 
boys and girls do not always make original and exact 
thinkers. We may say then that the rate of development of 
the impression or idea, — remembering that these terms are 
applied to that which forms the crest of the psychical 
wave, or that which is in the focus of consciousness, — 
depends (i) upon the mental constitution of the individual, 
(2) upon the familiarity of the impsession or idea, and (3) 
U[)on its complexity. 

The fading or waning of impressions or ideas along the 
hinder slope of the psychical wave is a familiar fact, and 
one of great importance. Impressions or ideas do not cease 
instantly, but fade gradually. The meteor that shoots 
across the sky leaves a subjective track of light, due to the 
gradual fading of the earlier impressions. The continuity 
of all our impressions and ideas is of like order to the con- 
tinuity of the meteor track. If the elements of consciousness 
were absolutely instantaneous in tlieir occurrence and their 
cessation, the whole character of our mental life would be 
different from that of which we have practical experience. 
It has already been shown that the force of any word in a 
sentence is largely determined by what has preceded it. 
But if the occunence and cessation of each idea were in- 
stantaneous, the preceding idea could in nowise influence 
the succeeding ideas. Or take the case of mental arith- 
metic. We could not follow out even a simple series of 
calculations if the result ot one process were not carried 
forward to form the basis of the next. Suppose we say, for 
example : Take 12 ; add 15 ; divide by 3 ; answer 9. "I'hc 
idea of 27 as the result of the first addition must be still 
present to consciousness when the idea of dividing by 3 is 
suggested. It is this overlap which is one factor in giving 
continuity to such a process, and to consciousness and 
thought in general. 

The rate of fading of different impressions and ideas is 
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probably Very different. The fading is rapid for some 
sense stimuli. Suppose that a scries of similar sound-stimuli 
fall upon the ear. It is clear that they cannot be distin- 
guished as separate unless the effect of tlic first has faded 
from the sense before the next comes. When the sense- 
fading (as we may term this fading of the results of sim[)le 
stimuli) is «//, we cannot perceive any interval between 
them, — />., they fuse into a continuous sound. But Von 
Helmholtz has showii*that we can distinguish 132 musical 
“beats’* in a second; and Professor Exner distinguished 
two successive snaps of an electric spark when the interval 
between them was only -j-J-^th of a second. With the eye 
the sense-fading is very much slower. If sparks follow each 
other with an interval of less than -J^th of a second they 
appear to be continuous. In the case of touch impressions 
tiie results of observation are somewhat discrepant ; but it is 
probable that when more rapid than from 25 to 35 in a 
second they are felt as continuous. 

In these cases the sense-impression in consciousness is of 
the simplest possible nature, corresponding, we may sup- 
pose, to a brain-disturbance restricted in area and of little 
complexity. Exact measurements of the rate of fading of 
more complex impressions and ideas are at present imprac- 
ticable. \Ve are thrown back on introspection and retro 
spection, and on general considerations. When we read a 
paragraph or write one, or are speaking, we are more or less 
distinctly conscious as we read, write, or utter one word of 
much that has gone before. If a speaker to whom we 
are hsteuing begins a sentence in one construction and ends 
it in another, the former has not faded from consciousness, 
and we are aware of the discrepancy. When the sentences 
are long, and overburdened with subsidiary clauses and 
parentheses, we not infrequently find that tlie beginning has 
faded before the end is reached. This is more markedly 
the case with sentences as heard than as read. In reading, 
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a rapid glance of the eye back on the track it liasF been Tol' 
lowing serves to revive the hidifig ideas. Ibit in listening to 
a speech or a lecture this is impossible. Hence in a lecture 
or s[)eech construction quite admissible in the essay sounds 
laboured and awkward. Hence, too, in speaking to and 
writing for children and comparatively uneducated people 
the sentences should be short, and the construction direct 
and simple. 

Ideas whic h arc strongly touched ulth emotion arc tliose 
which fade most slowly. A stupid or unintentional breach 
of good manners or social eti(iuettc — a thing better left 
unsaid — will hover in the background of one’s conscious- 
ness, and haunt one unmercifully for a whole evening. 'Hie 
news of a great sorrow abides in the mind, and tinges all 
our thouglit with sadness. The accepted lover secs everything 
through rose-tinted glasses. 

We may say, then, that in this matter of fading, the impres- 
sions which result from simple and oft-experienced stimuli 
fade rapidly ; that complex impressions and ideas fade more 
slowly ; and that ideas which arc strongly tinged w ith emotion 
linger longest in consciousness. And we may fairly suppose 
that the physioUjgiral conditions on which this psychical 
huliiig depends, are to be sought in the continued duration 
of tlie cerebral disturbances which accompany them. 

It is clear that in ajiy sequence of impressions and iticas 
the rates of fading <;f the several ideas will be diflerent, or, 
to express the same fact in other words, their duiation as 
marginal elements in consciousness will be different. In 
reading a paragraph, it is only the salient ideas that arc 
carried on as marginal constituents of the psychical w'avc ; 
the subsidiary ideas, and minor details, drop out in order of 
their lack of importance. And this differential fading, as 
we may term it, thus allows of the condensation of the net 
result of a long series of ideas in the final state of conscious' 
ness in which the series culminates. 
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The fading of impressions or ideas is sometimes spoken 
of as “primary memory.” It is better, however, to restrict 
the word memory to the reinstatement or revival, through 
secondary suggestion, of psychical elements or cemstituents 
which have faded from consciousness. 'J'hus the sight of 
violets has for me a tendency to call to mind, in memory, a 
particular spot in a ({uaint old garden, often visited in child 
hood ; that is to say, violets have for me a tendency, through 
association of ideas, to foun the focal starting-point of a 
purely representative visual scene. 

Now in what respects does this purely representative 
visual scene differ from the jnesentative visual scene in 
which the violet befuic me is now set ? In the first place, 
it lacks that vividness and insistency which characterizes 
direct inescntation, and which is due to immediate 
excitation through nerve channels. 15ut this is by no 
means all. Those who have exceptionally strong visualizing 
power can make a representative focal image more vivid 
and insistent than the presentative scene on which they arc 
vacantly gazing. For most of us, however, our reijrestMKa- 
tive images lack vividness, lack detail, lack body, and, if I 
may so say, do not bear close and minute examination. 

^ One cannot focus first one object and then another in a 
scene representatively imaged, — or at least I cannot do 
no. Closely connected with this point is a second difference 
between rej)i'Cscntation and presentation, namely, that the 
foimer carries with it a certain furcignness to the sub- 
conscious and margirial prc.scntations of the moment. I 
look up from my i)agc, for example, and have a clear idea 
(image) of the bunch of banaJias 1 saw on the table this 
morning at lunch. It carries with h a margin of the dessert 
dish on which the fruit lay, and other more or less dim 
surroundings. And all tliis is quite foreign to the sub- 
conscious presentations of the moment, — my manuscript, my 
study table, the dog on the lieaithnig, and so forth. This 
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foreignness or incongruity supports the lack of vividness 
and insistency in differentiating the representative image in 
ineinory from the presen tative impression. And the more 
vivid and particular the idea, — that is, the nearer it 
approaches in these respects an impression, — the more vivid 
are the revived and marginal surroundings of that image, 
and hence the greater the forcignness to the presentative 
margin. In dreams, and in certain abnormal waking states, 
the presentative margin of normal experience is absent or 
suppressed; and then the distinction between the repre- 
sentative and presentative tends to disappear, and the 
images assume the semblance of reality. A third point in 
which the representative differs from the presentative is its 
evanescence. Images, as they are normally experienced, 
lack for most of us that permanence which presentations 
owe to the continuity of the impulses received through the 
afferent nerves. The representative image, under normal 
conditions, only for a short time occupies the focus to the 
exclusion of the presentative visual impressions. Finally, 
there is what we may term the rational background, which 
enables us to differentiate the representative, however vivid, 
from the presentative. We know all the while, in the 
margin of our consciousness, that the image, however 
definite, is an image. We are here dealing, it must be 
remembered, with normal sane experience. In ahnormal or 
insane experience the rational background may be absent, 
or the foreignness to presentative states may be unfclt, or 
the evanescence may give place to permanency, ahd repre- 
sentative images and ideas may come to dominate the mind 
with all the insistency of presentative realities. 

It must, moreover, be particularly noticed that the re- 
instatement rarely or never reproduces a previous state of 
consciousness. It may contain a more or less faithful 
reproduction of a previous state of consciousness, but this 
repj oduction only forms part of the new state of conscious- 
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ness. this is a further reason why a representation, 

by secondary suggestion, no matter how vivid and insistant, 
is seldom or never, under normal conditions, mistaken (or 
a direct presentation by primary suggestion. It only forms 

part of the present state of consciousness. Let 

represent a state of consciousness of which A is the focal 
element, b c the margin or body of the wave. Let this 
be vividly remembered at a subsequent time. The wave 

A 

will then be represented thus ^ (T, d c being the new margin 

d e 

or setting at that subsequent time. It is clear that these 

A ^ 

two states ol consciousness , and c are different. And 

0 c , 

d e 

that the latter is not (though it does contain) a reproduction 
of the former. 

In the^case just considered, the focal element A carries 
with it in remembrance its original marginal setting a b. I 
remember, for example, with many details of marginal setting, 
the cobra that I saw on a granite slab surrounded with 
protea bushes on the basal slopes of Table Mountain. If 
I meet a man in the street, whose acquaintance I made 
some time ago at the house of a mutual friend, I am 
reminded of the circumstances under which we first met, of 
the place of our meeting, and the lime, ilis face suggests a 
particular scene or particular scenes in my past life. The 
faces of our familiar friends of long standing, however, do 
not as a rule suggest particular associations. I'hey have 
been seen so often, and under so many circumstances, that 
the particular associations have become evanescent, and 
given place to divergent associations. So too with the 
familiar objects and occurrences of our daily life; they 
have ceased to have panic ular associations. The formula 
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for levival, thus becomes there being no particular 

setting of A reinstated ; and this, not because A was ever 
experienced without a setting, but because it has been 
experienced in so many settings that there is no revival of 
any particular one of them. 

It is clear that there are two prerequisites of reinstatement, 
— first, the previous occurrence of the inijiression, idea, or 
marginal element to be reinstated ; andSecondly, the reten- 
tion of something whereby the subsequent reinstatement is 
rendered possible, 'fhe former re<iuires no comment here. 
With regard to the latter, the ictention, we have already 
seen that wc cannot in strictness say that ideas or elements 
of consciousness are retained in and by the mind. We 
must fall back on brain-physiology for an explanation of the 
so-called retention of iintircssions or ideas. The ideas as 
such have ceased to exist ; but the brain -structure has been 
modified in such a way that under appropriate conditions 
similar ideas will he again produced. An analogy will make 
this clearer. When we speak into a phonograph the tones 
of our voice are not hidden away in, and retained by, the 
cylinder of the instrument ; but the wax or other material 
is indented, as a result of the incidence of the sound-waves, 
in such a way that it is capable of reproducing similar 
sound-waves at a sub.sequent time. So, too, the brain 
tissue is so modified by the nervous disturbances which are 
the accompaniments of an im[)ression that, iindtir appropriate 
neural conditions, they tend to reproduce similar nervous 
disturbances whicii arc accompanied in consciemsness by a re- 
instatement of the impressions in the form of an idea. It is in 
this sense only that we may speak of the retention of ideas. 

According to some students of physiological psychology 
there arc separate parts or cells, the so-called ‘‘memory- 
cells,” whose special function it is to perform the office of 
retention. When an impression A is produced in coirelatioK 
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with f.ertain molecular disturbances, an effect a is ptoduced 
elsewhere in the V)rain. Reinstatement is on this view' a 
rei)roduction of this collateral effect a. This hypothesis is, 
in my opinion, unsatisfactory, and without warranty in 
observed fact. It introduces an unproved and unnecessary 
complication in the nervous mechanism. It is more probable 
that the occurrence of the disturbance associated with A 
leaves a tendency to the indirect or secondary reproduction 
of a similar disturbance Ay and that the im])ression and its 
reinstatement involve one and the same area of disturbance. 
Be this as it may, how the tendency is established, and how 
it is retained, is a ijroblem with which wc must leave 
physiology to deal, lacing content, jisychologically, to accept 
the fact of such cstablislinient and retention. Psychology 
does, however, tell us somewhat concerning retention. We 
find, for example, that individuals vary a good deal in their 
rctentiveness, Macaulay had only to read over a list of 
wranglers, and he could reproduce the list long afterwards 
without effort or mistake. Few of us could do this : some 
would remember, say, half-a-dozen of tlie names which 
[lerhaps struck us as familiar or [icculiar ; others would 
reanember one or two ; many would remember none of the 
names. Rctentiveness is, in fact, to a large extent a psycho- 
physiological datum ; something given in the brain-structure 
and mental character of each individual ; something whic h 
wc can no more alter t'han we can alter the size of our heads, 
or to lake w'hat is perhaps a closer analogy lluj size of our 
muscles. By careful use and training wc may develop our 
mu. cies w’ithin the limits assigned to them by nature. So, 
lt)o, by careful exercise wc may perha[>s develop (;ur 
rctentiveness within the limits assigned to it by natine. 
Opinions differ, however, as to how far mere rctentiveness 
(that is ability to retain apart from ability to recall) can be 
strengthened by use ; and it is a matter that is exceedingly 
difficult to test. 
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In the same individual retentiveness varies somewhat 
with tlie stale of the nervous system. Impressions evoked 
when we are fagged out and weary, are not so readily 
retained as those evoked when we are Iresh and vigorous. 
The impressions and ideas of the morning and in the spring- 
time of life, are mure readily retained than those of the 
evening and in life’s autumn or winter. Old people often 
remember vividly the impressions and ideas of their youth ; 
what they fail to retain is the recent impres'sions and ideas. 
Their brains reproduce what is already registered therein ; 
but fail to effect new registrations. 

Other things being equal, the more vivid the impression, 
the more ijiterost it arouses ; and the more we attend to it, 
the greater the probability of its being retained. An im- 
pression may be strengthened by keeping it for some time in 
the focus of consciousness which involves attending to it, 
by bringing it into focus through different sense channels, 
— as where we make a child look carefully at, pronounce 
audibly, and write down a name we wish him to remember ; 
and by repetition. The impression is apt to fade in a 
shorter or longer time. Occasional revival of the impression 
or iden at progressively increasing intervals k'ads to its more 
and more perfect retention. 'Hicse modes of imprinting 
ideas on the mind, or estaldishing particular modifications 
of braimstructure, are well recognised by teachers. 

Ability to retain and ability to recall arc generally re- 
garded as two different t^sychological faculties ; but they in'c 
closely connected. I'he recall or reinstatement is, indeed, 
the only evidence we have, of retention. U’e can know 
nothing about ideas that arc retained but are beyond recall. 
Close as the connection undoubtedly is, however, it is 
advisable to distinguish between retention and reinstatement. 

First, we may notice tlie distinction between casual or 
desultory memory and systematic memory. Let us contrast 
the two. The possessor of a good desultory memory has 
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no (difficulty in learning to spell, easily commits to memory 
strings of dates or lists of grammatical examples or excej)- 
tions ; remembers without effort the [.atin, Greek, French, 
or German equivalents of our English words. Foreign 
languages are readily acquired, since the vocabulary thus 
presents little difficulty. Such an one remembers the 
addresses of all bis acquaintances, and the l)irthdays of all 
his relations ancj friends. Ilis mind is stored with a mass 
of miscellaneous information, which seems always within 
easy call, and ready for the jnirposcs of illustration. He is 
generally a good talker, a delightful raconteur, a superb 
diner-out. If he be a man of wide reading, he has always 
an apt (juotation ready to his tongue. He remembers the 
plots of all the novels he has read, the exact routes taken 
by travellers and explorers, the winners of the Derby since 
he was a boy, and even the changes of political opinion of 
our leading statesmen. 

Contrasted with such an one, is the man who remembers 
none of tliese things. He enjoys a novel, but forgets the 
plot in a week. He has read his Shakespeare with delight, 
but could scarcely quote you a single line. He fancies his 
friend has left London, but whether for Newcastle, Ramsgate, 
or Penzance, he cannot say. He knows that he heard that 
piece of music exquisitely played somewhere, and. at some 
time, and was told who composed it, but whether it is by 
Offenbach (;r IV'agner he forgets. He has yearly to he 
reminded of his wife's birthday. But get him to speak of 
])hilology, or botany, or the history of philosophic thought, 
as the case may bc> and he will astonish you with the vast 
stores of his learning, and the methodical sequence of his 
ideas. He forgets no fact which bears upon his special 
subject, and which can lind a definite place in its system of 
ideas. Such is an extreme case of systematic memory. 

There can he no doubt that a good desultory memory 
gives a man great advantages over his fellows. It is generally 
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associated with wide and general interests ; and is due partly 
to strong natural retenliveness, and partly to the rapid and 
firm establishment of association by contiguity, and by 
similarity (resemblance), in so far as such similarity is toler- 
ably obvious and near llie surface of things. For there is a 
tendency in minds of this type to be superficial rather than 
deet), pictuntsque rather than logical, descriptive rather than 
analytical, reproductive rather than originaj. The analytical 
thinker, as he listens to the genial conversation of such men, 
admires perhaps their rapid flow of ideas, their fund of anec- 
dote, their descriptive power. But he is apt to ask himself 
what after all there is in all this that is worth remembering. 

When a man’s memory is chiefly of the systematic type, 
matters are remcfiibered in and through their significance, 
their value as evidence, their bearing upon some hypothesis, 
in virtue, that is to say, of their perceived relationships. 
Associations by contiguity, or by superficial and casual 
resemblance, are neither strong nor enduring. It is those 
deeper associations of a rational or logical character, which 
we have termed associations by perceived similarity of rela- 
tions, which alone have permanence. The two kinds of 
memory are not, however, by any means of necessity 
mutually exclusive. The wide generality of the one, and 
the narrow specialism of the other, are often combined, and 
must be so combined to form a really great and commanding 
intellect. 

It is questionable, as we have already hinted, whether 
desultory memory, dependent upon association by con- 
tiguity and by superficial resemblance, is susceptible to any 
appreciable extent of improvement by training and exercise. 
But systematic memory which is, in the main, dependent 
upon logical or rational association through tlie perception 
of relationshi[)S is more open to improvement in this 
way. F.vcn here, however, it is rather the establishment 
of a definite system and skill in its use that is capable 
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of improvement, than what we may term native power of 
j emembering. It is power of recollecting rather than p^wer 
of remembering which we can cultivate. 'To remember is 
an involuntary process beyond control ; wliile to recollect 
is a voluntary process requiring some effort. Systematic 
arrangement and logical association of ideas help us to 
recollect. And when habit has rendered recollection along 
certain systematic lines comparatively easy, such recollection 
becomes closely akin to natural remembrance, just as in 
other cases to be hereafter considered, the results of habit 
approach closely to the results of instinct. From this jioint 
of view desultory memory is for the most [lart an inbtirn 
factilty ; systematic memory is to some extent an acquired 
halrit. 

In clear remembrance and recollection there are often 
(lefinite associations of place and time. Place associations 
we need not here consider. But since memory deals with 
the reinstatement of past impressions as present ideas, it will 
be well liriefly to discuss the (|Ucstion of time-localization. 
The cobra incident that I spoke of a few pages back has 
for me not only place associations, but time associations. 
It occurred during the latter part of my five years residence 
at the Cape. By an effort of recollection I can fix the time 
more exactly as the spring of 1882. Applying the term 
“ timedocalization to the process of assigning to an oc- 
currence its position in the remembered duration of my life, 
let us proceed to consider how such localization in time is 
effected. 

The hrst point to notice is, that only in the present 
moment of consciousness are events spread out before us in 
what may be termed their real time-shie or duration. When, 
in the moment of recall, past events are leiircsented in 
consciousness they are foreshortened or telescoped. When 
I run over in retrosj)ect the events of my last summer holi- 
days, or of my visit to the Auvergne, occurrences separated 
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by d^ys or weeks pass before my mind’s eye'^in a few 
minutes. If this were not so it would take us an hour to 
recall the events of any past hour of our lives. iThe fore- 
shortening or telescoping is effected through missing out or 
forgetting all the minor details, and recalling only the 
salient points'. And this faculty of forgetting details it is 
which makes retrospection as we know it possible. The 
telescoping is more and more marked the further we look 
back into the past. The events of tliis morning body forth 
in memory with considerable fulness of detail. The events 
of this day last week have already been merged in the 
blended perspective of the past. Of last year only certain 
salient points stand forth ; and further back still the rapid 
glance of memory only discloses some of the more important 
milestones which mark the progress of life’s journey. 

Localization in time — as, for example, when we endeavour 
to recollect when such and such an occurrence took place — 
is the determining of the position of the occurrence with 
reference to the salient landmarks of our past experience. 
I received a telegram yesterday, and I wish to recall when it 
reached me. It was after my morning lecture, and before I 
had my lunch. That sufficiently localizes it. AVhen 
did I first meet So-and-so ? It was after I returned from 
the Cai)e and before I was appointed lecturer in Bristol. 
By focussing attention on this period I can localize more 
exactly. I had heard of the Bristol post, but had not yet 
been appointed. 

Such, I take it, is the manner in which we habitually 
proceed when we wish to recollect when an event took 
place, or to localize it* in time. It involves the taking in at 
a glance of the chief landmarks of our life’s history ; the 
reference of the occurrence to a position between two of 
these landmarks ; the focussing of the attention on this 
intervening period and the further defining of the time- 
position of the event with reference to the minor landmarks 
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thus brought to mind. But how are tlic main laiidmarks 
themselves localized in time? By reference to the other 
landmarks leading from our earliest remembrances and 
recollections to the immediate past and so to the present 
moment of consciousness. In this present moment of con- 
sciousness our primary experience of sequence and duration 
is gained. Our past life, which we can review in memory, 
is an extension bacljwards through retrospective thought of 
experience gained in the present inopient of consciousness. 
Our anticipations of the future are a similar extension 
forwards of this experience. Anticipation is prospective 
representation. 

I have so far said nothing about the aid afforded by dates 
in assisting us to remember when an event took place. 
Dates are indeed secondary aids — most convenient and 
helpful, but none the less secondary — to time-localization. 
They are also common reference-points, enabling us to com- 
pare our own landmarks with those of other people, and 
thus to form a time-scale that is not only individual but 
social. My reader knows nothing of the landmarks of my 
life ; I know nothing of the landmarks of his life. But if I 
say that I returned from the Cape in 1883, he can at once 
localize the occurrence in time by reference to some event 
in his own life with which this date is associated. Thus the 
dat(^ is a common reference-point by means of which I may 
compare my own time-localization with those of any one 
else. It is social and not merely individual. 

Of si»me of the salient events of my life’s story I know 
the dates ; of my going to school, my leaving school, my 
visit to America, my engagement, my marriage, and so 
forth. For other dates I have to calculate from these fixed 
points. Had I a tenacious desultory memory no doubt I 
should remember a larger number of such dates than I do. 
But I think that the generality of people are pretty much in 
my position in this matter. 

• H 
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So far I have been considering the past of whicli I have 
direct and individual experience. But far back beyond niy 
own individual remembrances and recollection stretches the 
greater past of history with all its social importance and 
value. Of this I have no direct first-hand experience ; I 
have only the indirect second-hand experience gained from 
hooks and oral teaching. Into this greater past, so as to 
cover symbolically its longer periods, I^extend that concep- 
tion of time which has been found serviceable in dealing 
with the short space of my individual life. Just as I can 
review, foreshortened in memory, the historical events that 
have taken place in my own lifetime, so I can review the 
events that took place in the eighteenth century, the times 
of Eli/ahcth, or the reign of William the Conqueror. And 
just as dates are convenient, and socii^lly indispensable, for 
marking tlie salient points of the history of the last twenty 
years, so are dates of equal value for marking the salient 
points of the centuries gone by. 

It must be remembered, however, that dates are symbolic. 
Symbolic of what ? Of localization in time. It is only as 
an aid to correct time- localization that dates are of any 
vaUic. The mere repetition of a date tacked on to an event 
through association by contiguity is almost valueless educa- 
tionally if it convey no conception of the relation of the 
event to other events in time-sequence. I ask a boy when 
Jonson's “Every Man in his Humour’’ was published. 
He answers glibly 1596. I say: Was Shakespeare still 
living? Tic looks confused; and I continue: Was Crom- 
well dead? to his still greater confusion. And yet he 
can give me pat the dates of Shakespeare’s death and of 
Oomwell’s protectorate. He has been badly taught — parrot 
fashion. He has the materials for time-localization, but the 
conception has not dawned upon him, or been explained to 
him Another boy, of whom the same question concerning 
Jonson’s comedy is asked, replies: “Ido not know the 
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exact d«^e. But it was after the publication of the * Faerie 
Queen/ and before Bacon’s ‘Essays’ appeared. It must 
have been between 1590 and 1597.” That boy intelligently 
localizes in time. 

From simple reinstatement through association by con- 
tiguity, to the accurate localization in time of an event 
which took place long ago, is a far cry. This docs but 
illustrate the fact, however, that revival or reinstatement is a 
necessary condition f)f a wide range of mental operations. 
And here it will be well to draw a distinction, one which 
we shall find to be of the utmost value and importance, 
between memory as merely reinstating, and memory in its 
reflective and retrospective aspect as affording the material 
of thought and knowledge. The difference between the 
two is this, that memory as merely reinstating does no more 
than introduce into the psychical wave revivals of former 
constituents of the wave of consciousness ; while memory as 
reflective and retrospective carries with it some reference to 
the relations of that which is revived — some reference to 
the how, the where, and the when. The sight of a man’s 
face in the street may vividly recall through reinstatement 
a scene, perhaps at a dinner-table, in which he formed a 
focal object, and perchance some witty remark of his. But 
if I then recollect where I met him, when, and under what 
circumstances, there is something more than reinstatemenl. 

I look back, reflectively, and view the occurrence in its 
relations to other events. The introduction of the relations 
is the introduction of a new factor. Of these relations that 
which involves the conception of time has been illustrated. 
Localization in time is, as we have seen, viewing the event 
in its true time relations. It involves reflection and retro- 
spection, or looking back on the past course of the psychical 
wave and assigning to the event its true position in relation 
to other events. 

According to some psychologists, simple reinstatement 
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through association should not be included under ifiemory. 
Thus Dr Thorndike, in his Animal Inteliigence^ while 
urging the great advantage of well-developed association 
processes, insists that the permanence of associations does 
not necessarily imply memory, properly so called. In this 
narrower definition, which, though much may be said in 
its favour, is not here adopted, there* must be in all true 
memory a recojynifio?! ; there must be a reference, vague 
or exact, to past experience in whi('^i the remembered 
event occurred. In brief, according to this view, any 
remembrance or recollection, as distinguished from mere 
reinstatement, is dimly or clearly recognized as mine. 
The localization of occurrences in space and time, or the 
definite assignment of a fact to its place in our system 
of knowledge, is the outcome of the development of the 
recognition process through the rendering focal of the 
spacial, temporal, or logical relationships involved. 

It should be observed that the statement made on 
p. io6 with regard to physiological retention cannot be 
accepted as sufficient by philosophy or metaphysics. 
And apart from some system of metaphysics memory is 
inexplicable. On the metaphysical hypothesis sketched 
in the Prolegomena, the brain-tissue is only the pheno- 
menal aspect of an underlying reality wherein alone is 
to be found (or assumed) that continuity of which memory 
is the familiar eonsrious aspect. 
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CHAPTER VII. 

MEMOR Y IN ANIMALS. 

A very sUon chapter will suffice for the consideration 
of memory as we infer it to occur in animals. In 
the first place we may notice that the existence of memory 
is implied in the association of ideas : or rather in the 
occurrence of ideas at all. For ideas arc representations 
due, in the main, to secondary suggestion. But a represen- 
tation is a reinstatement as an idea of that which has been 
presented as an impression \ and such reinstatement con- 
stitutes, as we have seen, one aspect of the phenomena of 
memory. If, therefore, animals have ideas at all — and if 
thC; have not we need not attempt to carry any further our 
investigations into zoological psychology — they must have 
memory, and there must be in them, as in us, some anii- 
Unnical and physiological basis for what is popularly teimed 
the retention of ideas. 

Observation, moreover, shows that some animals have 
remarkably tenacious memories, 'khe chick, which having 
once tasted the poison of a hive-bee avoided again taking a 
bee into its Ull, .showed memory not inferior to that of the 
t'hihl Wfiich having once been burnt avoids for tlie future 
tonlaU with iirc. AV^ien I had taken some of my chicks 
to th.e yard whence 1 had obtained the eggs, and had 
made such arrangements as seemed feasible for their being 
absorbed into a brood of about lire same age and standing, 
I returned after two days to see how they fared under 
these new conditions of life. One of them was some little 
distance from the hen, and when 1 bent down with out- 
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stretched hand the little thing ran to me and leaped upon 
my palm, scratching at it in the expectation of grain. I 
do not say that it remembered ///<?, but it certainly remem- 
bered a particular action of mine to which it had grown 
accustomed. 

When I was at the Cape I used to take my two dogs up 
the Devirs Peak, an outlying point of Table Mountain. 
There were several places at which it was necessary that I 
should lift them from ledge to ledge since they could not 
scramble up by themselves. After the first ascent they 
always remembered these places and waited patiently to be 
lifted up. On one of our first ascents one of them put up a 
young coney and they both gave chase. Subsequently, they 
always hurried on to this spot, and though they never saw 
another coney there, reiterated disappointment did not efface 
the memory of that first chase, or so it seemed. I think 
the last time I took them up must have been about three 
and a half years after the coney-hunt : so long Had the 
memory endured and the association remained uneffaced. 

Every one probably remembers the instance recorded 
by Darwin, whose dog recognised him on his return from 
his five years’ voyage round the world in the “ Beagle.” Sir 
Ceorgc-Davis (1650) is said to have been recognised by a 
lion which he had brought up as a whelp, and parted with 
three years before. And Bingley* records another case when 
a lion showed indubitable signs of remembering a man 
who had been his keeper more than seven years before. 
These cases may be apocryphal, though 1 do not know that 
there are valid grounds fur doubling them. In any case 
instances of memory in animals might be multiplied almost 
indefinitely ; and any reader who has had opportunities of 
observing animals will be able, without difficulty, to supply 
additional instances from his own observation. 

Those who have had some experience in training domes- 
“Animal Biography,” vol. i., p. 240. 
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ticalcd%niinals will also be well aware that animals show a 
good deal of variation both in the rapidity with which they 
form new associations — that is to say, the frcctuency of 
repetition necessary to establish an association — and in the 
retention of the association when formed. Some dogs seem 
to learn rapidly, but soon forget the tricks one has taught 
them ; others take longer to learn and seem to require that 
the association should be many times repeated before it 
begins to show signs of establishment : but when once the 
trick has been learnt they never forget it. I was informed 
by one who had some experience in training dogs for circus 
performances that those which were slow in acquisition 
were by far the more valuable for his purposes; and that 
very rarely did he find a dog that was both rapid in acquir- 
ing a trick and always reliable in it^ performance. But I 
am not sure that all trainers would concur in this opinion. 
All would, however, agree that dogs, even of the same breed 
and in the same litter, vary much in powers of memory. 

The memory of animals must, I think, be entirely of the 
desultory type. Systematic memory involves, I conceive, 
powers beyond their reach. Whether this is so or not, 
iiowever, depends upon the answer we give to the fiucstion 
to be discussed in a future chapter — Do animals ])erccive 
relations? 1 do not propose here to anticii)iite that dis- 
cussion. It is sufficient to point out that systematic 
memory is based on the perception of relations. Tlic 
associations formed are those by similarity of [)eiceived 
relationshii). A new fact is remembered not in virtue of it.^ 
asS'H;iation with other facts or experiences by contiguity or 
by mere resemblance, but because it is seen to have a 
definite bearing upon other facts, to have recognisable con- 
nection with other experiences,* lo fit into a particular place 
in a definitely organized scheme, to have meaning in refer- 
ence to a system of knowledge. Now knowledge, proticiiy 
so called, is something very different ^rom experience ; and 
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while association by contiguity suffices for and is thaground- 
work and foundation of sense-experience and the intelligence 
based thereon, association by similarity of perceived relation- 
ship is necessary to form the foundation of knowledge, and 
of all rational explanation of phenomena. Desultory memory 
suffices for sense-experience, and intelligence; systematic 
memory comes on the scene with the advent of knowledge 
and reason. Whether animals have knowledge depends upon 
whether they are able to perceive relations as such. If they 
have knowledge they may possess that type of memory which 
we call systematic — a type which arises out of and ministers 
to knowledge. But if they have, with all their wide range of 
practical sense-experience, no knowledge properly so called, 
then is their memory entirely of the desultory type. 

Another question — whether the memory of animals may 
carry with it localization in time — again depends upon 
whether they can perceive time-relations as such. The dis- 
cussion of time-localization given in the last chapter brought 
out the fact that this process — which we saw to be addi- 
tional to, and no necessary factor in the process of reinstate- 
ment in memory — involves the location of the event, or 
experience in question with reference to, tliat is in relation 
to, other events in the time scries. Is there any evidence 
that animals can thus localize events in time ? Or let us 
put the question in another form : Can the t>hcnomena 
of memory in animals, so far as we can observe and infer, 
be explained in terms of reinstatement, or must \ve infer 
a further [)rocess of time localization ? If they, can be 
explained in terms of mere reinstatement, we are hound 
by the canon discussed at the c lo.se of the thiid chapter 
not to assume any higher process. For we saw that in no 
case is an animal activity to be intcipreted as the outcome 
of the exercise of a higher psychical faculty, if it can be 
fairly interpreted as the outcome of the existence of one 
which stands lower in the psychological scale. 
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Let%us take a typical ease of memory in an animal. 
Captain Shipp gave an elephant a sandwich of cayenne 
pq^per. He then waited for six weeks before again visiting 
the animal, and when he went into the stable began to 
fondle the elephant, as he had previously been accustomed 
to do. Watching his opportunity, the animal filled his trunk 
with water, and drenched the captain from head to foot. 
Now in such a case of definite memory of a particular 
occurrence, we are *apt to suppose that the original experi- 
ence is clearly localized, both in place and time, but a 
little consideration will show that this is not in the least 
necessary. All that the facts warrant us in concluding is 
that the sight of the captain gave rise, by association, to a 
reinstatement of a previous occurrence. So long as the 
association had not faded from nicmory, it mattered not 
whether it was six weeks, six days, or six months ago; 
and there is no reason for supposing that the elephant in 
such a case localized the event in time, in even the most 
rudimentary way. 

Animals seem however to show a sense of the lapse of 
time. A gentleman with whom I stayed at the Tijuca, 
near Rio dc Janeiro, had a monkey {Cebus sp.), which was 
fed regularly at a certain time every evening. The animal 
was aware to within a few minutes when the time for his 
meal had arrived, and began to clamour by hammering on 
his hoard if the food was not brought punctually. This it 
may be said shows a pretty definite localization of time, for 
the monkey must have remembered that Ins meal was 
always brought at such a time. But surely the facts can 
be ([uite satisfactoiily explained by the association of certain 
regularly recurring internal states with the regular satisfac- 
tion of hunger. And my friend told me that when the 
monkey was sick, 4ie did not clamour for food; but that 
when he was recovering, he clamoured before the usual 
time. I think that many cases of tlie apparent sense ol 
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the lapse of time may be explained as the r^feult of 
the orderly recurrence of rhythmic physiological processes, 
involving the reinstatement of psychological states. OUicr 
cases like that of the dog that “ knows perfectly well when 
Sunday comes round ” are commonly due to reinstatement 
through the channels of external sense. Everyone who has 
closely watched animals knows how keenly they sense what 
Dr Stout terms the practical meaning of trivial occurrences 
which affect their daily life. •’ 

What then may we fairly infer from the facts given in 
their behaviour as to the nature of memory in animals? 
In the first place, the facts of association seem to warrant 
the conclusion, which is almost if not quite universally 
accepted, that there is reinstatement of psychical states. 
But, as Dr 'I'horndike has contended, such reinstatement 
does not necessarily involve any of that recognition-process 
which he regards as essential to memory. If, however, we 
accept the general proposition that there are in animals 
mental processes which we may attempt to interpret, it is 
difficult to believe that my dogs did not in any sense 
recognize the locality on 'fable Mountain where they had 
previously put up a ( uncy, or that the elephant did not 
recognize Captain Shipp, who had, through cayenne pei)pcr, 
acijuired a new “meaning.” May wc not infer from the 
facts which common observation affords, that reinstatement 
in such cases carries with it, as reinstatement, at least such 
marginal fringe of familiarity as is involved in recurrence 
within the experience of the same individual? Tlicrc may 
be no conception of the self as the subject of past experience 
— for the conception of self is the result of much analysis 
and re-synthesis of experience ; but there may none the 
less be a quite unmistakable sense of reinstatement, as con- 
trasted with a new and unfamiliar happening, which can 
only he expressed in some such phrase as “been there 
b« fore.” When the young chick which has had experience 
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of nau?feous cinmibar caterpillats sees one of these black 
and yellow objects which has thus Acquired meaning, it 
has presumably this “seen it before” consciousness. In 
popular speech we should say without hesitation that the 
chick “recognizes” the caterpillar and that such recognition 
is what leads to avoidance. It is indeed recognition within 
the field of naive sense-experience. It is not intellectual 
recognition, like that of the naturalist, who recognizes it as 
tlie larva of Ettchtlia jacob<xce. It is a mere “ seen it before ” 
experience suffused with practical meaning; not a “know 
its relationships ” experience, with significance for a system 
of knowledge. 

But the “seen it before” experience probably carries with 
it, at any rate in the higher animals, a pretty accurate and 
serviceable representation of the situation previously lived 
through. For my dogs a particular locality on Table 
Mountain was suffused with meaning, and suggested a 
coney-hunt. The original situation was, we may presume, 
revived in memory with a sense of past experience. But, 
it may be asked, does not this sense of past experience 
involve that localization in time which has been denied to 
the animal? Surely not. Suppose that, us I walk down 
the street, I see a man whom I recognize as one that I 
have previously seen. I may picture the situation. I saw 
him on the station platform in the Metropolitan railway. 
When it was and at what station I do not remember. Nor 
do I trouble to recollect unless there be some end to be 
gained by doing so. Localization in space and time is a 
distinct process nowise involved in the picturing of a situa- 
tion which has occurred in my past experience. Now with 
regard to anything like definite ^jiuid systematic localization 
in time, it is difficult to see of what practical service it 
would be to animals, living, as they do, so essentially in 
and for the present enjoyment of the passing moment. 
IVhat practical advantage would it have been to my dogi 
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to liave any knowledge of 7v/ien the coney-hunt toolc place ? 
That it had taken place, and that the situation was a good 
one, sufficed for the needs of their simple life. 

We may conclude then that the memory of animals in- 
volves the revival of past situations, involves such elementary 
form of recognition as is implied in the growth of experience, 
involves a suffusion of meaning for the practical purposes 
of their sensory existence, but does not involve any definite 
assignment of events to their place in a temporal, spacial, 
or logical system independent of individual experience and 
possessing universal validity. 

And here it will be well to leave these questions, until 
such time as we have occasion to reconsider them in the 
light of our discussion of the perception of relations. I will 
only ask the reader in the meanwhile to be good enough to 
credit me with an unbiassed desire to interpret the pheno- 
mena of animal psychology without exaggeration, either in 
the direction of excess or defect of mental power and 
differentiation. As an evolutionist who believes that the 
whole range of the mental faculties have been developed 
by natural processes, the tendency of my bias w^ould 
assuredly not be in the direction of setting a gulf between 
the faculties of animals and the faculties of man. My 
sole aim is to endeavour to reac:h by legitiniat(j [)rocess of 
scientific induction the most probable intcr[)relation of 
zoological psychology, and by comparing this with the 
psychology of man to ascertain by what steps the lower 
fiiculties of animals may Have passed by natural process of 
development into the liigher faculties of man. 
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CHAPTER VIIL 

THE ANAL VSIS OF /AfPFESS/ONS. 

W E have alreacfy seen that an impression is that which 
is brought to the focus of consciousness as the 
direct result of the excitation of afferent nerves ; and that an 
idea is that which is brought to the focus indirectly, that is 
to say, through the intervention of an impression or of 
another idea. In the jasc of the impression, the con- 
comitant cerebral conditions are due to afferent impulses 
coming from outside the brain ; in the case of the idea, the 
concomitant cerebral conditions are determined from within 
by preceding brain-states. Impressions are therefore con- 
veniently spoken of as presentative, as contrasted with those 
7’ep7'emitative states we call ideas. Neither presentative 
impressions nor representative ideas constitute by themselves, 
however, states of consciousness. They are the focal con- 
stituents, it is tiLie, but they are set in a margin of sub- 
conscious elements, which not only form integral parts ol 
the states of consciousness, but also serve to modify, and in 
part determine, the character of the impressions and ideas 
themselves. And these marginal constituents are also in 
part jiresenlatiie and in part representative. 

Wo must now direct our attention more closely to the 
impressions of which the ideas are representative, and learn 
what we can, through the applicafipn of analysis, concerning 
their nature and origin. 

Let us begin by inquiring what is presented to conscious- 
ness when we receive through the channels of sight an 
impression of such an object as a violet. It is necessary 
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here to distinguish between that which is directly pfesented 
to consciousness and that which rapidly follows on this 
presentation. We nctiially see the violet as coloured, of a 
certain figure, and definitely located in space ; all this seems 
to be part of the direct impression. Its scent, its weighty 
how it feels in the hand, the taste of a petal in the mouth, 
its name, — these or some of them, and perhaps more 
besides, may be rapidly suggested by the sight of the flower ; 
but they seem to be representative and added to the direct 
impression. I'hey are suggested through association, and 
are the results of experience. For the child who has made 
acquaintance only with wild dog-violets, the sight of the 
flower will not give rise to any representative scent element, 
such scent not having been associated with the flower 
through experience. It would seem, then, that the pre- 
sentative impression, as such, does not contain more than 
elements of colour, of form, and of position in space. May 
it not, however, contain less ? Is all this indubitably 
presentative ? Is not, for example, the position in space 
something superadded to the direct impression ? For the 
adult consciousness it would appear not. We cannot get a 
definite visual impression of an object without this element. 
\\ e cannot see a violet without seeing it somewhere. We do 
not first see it and then locate it in space. When we see it 
at all we see it out there. It would seem indeed that all 
our visual iinpression.s carry with them this externality. 
Even when we lie on our backs and gaze up into the cloud- 
less blue of a summer sky, we feel that there is in the 
impression an inalienable element of depth. 

Externality is also given us in auditory impressions, though 
our ability to localize the source of such impressions is here 
very markedly les.s than in the case of sight. When we hear 
a sound there appears to be presented, with the tone or 
noise, a certain oiitnc.ss ; and this does not seem to be 
merely .suggested by the impression, but to be part and 
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parcel St the impression itself. In olfactory impressions and 
impressions of radiant heat, on the other hand, the element 
of outness seems to be very vague, and to be rather suggested 
as the result of oft-repeated association than directly pre- 
sented and involved in the impression as such. In tactile 
impressions there would seem to be an immediate reference 
outwards to the part of skin-.surface affectedf while in the 
case of gustatory impressions a general localization in the 
neighbourhood of the mouth is probably equally immediate. 

Of all impressions of the special senses, visual impressions 
are the most clearly defined, and for human beings are the 
dominant impressions, at least so far as the information 
they convey is concerned. Touch is sight’s constant 
ministrant, ever ready to verify the visual impressions. 
Hearing widens the field of consciousness, and for us, 
through oral communication, is a channel of universal 
suggestiveness. Smell, taste, and the temperature sense are 
in this connection of secondary importance. Let us then 
return to the visual impression and endeavour to analyse it 
further. Inseparable though the form and distance of the 
violet may be from its shading and colour, we nevertheless 
feel that these several elements are distinguishable on 
careful introspeciion. Nay, further, we shall learn that, 
inseparably combined as they are in tlie psychological 
impression, analysis decomposes them into elements which 
are physiologically separate and distinct. In this inquiry, 
indeed, it is necessary to dig down to the organic and 
physiological foundations in order that wc may adequately 
grasp the nature of the psychological •.uperstructure. We 
must even go further and see how these physiological 
foundations are determined by physical conditions external 
to the organism. 

I said just now that on careful introspection the shading 
and colour ofthe violet are distinguishable from the elements 
of form and position in space. Of the^:e, however, shading 
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and colour seem much more intimately united together 
than is either of them with distance or position in space, 
while form appears in some respects to be intermediate in 
character. In so far as the form involves only extension 
in two dimensions, f)n a plane at right angles to the line of 
vision, it ai>pears to he closely associated with the shading 
and colour ; Itut in so far as it involves .solidity, which intro- 
duces the. third dimension of space, it^appe^rs to he more 
closely associated with position in space. T.eaving this 
solidity to he considered presently, together with distance 
and position, we will now direct our attention to the ex- 
tension, shading, and colour of the violet or other such 
visible object in the external world. Physical science tells 
us th.it the visibility of the object is depei^dent on the sur- 
face reflection of rays of light, which are transmitted in right 
lines to the corneal window of the eye through the medium 
of the ether. A beam of sunlight consists of transverse 
vibrations of the etherial medium of almost inconceivable 
rapidity, of which all that lie between about 800 billions per 
second and 400 billions per second are capable of affecting 
the retina of the eye. I'here is a long series of vibrations 
of less rapidity than 400 billions per second which may be 
felt as radiant heat ; and there is a long series of vibrations 
of greater rapidity than 800 billions per second, of which 
we have indirect knowledge through their chemical effects 
on certain substances ; but neither series is capable of affect- 
ing the retina. By means of a spectroscope the vUirations 
which do affect the eye may be arranged in a continuous 
series, being spread out in the order of their frequency from 
400 billions per second at one end to 800 billions per 
second at the other end, so that between the extremes there 
is a physical gradation through a great number of minute 
stages. When a beam of sunlight comprising vibrations of 
all stages of frequency between and beyond these limits, 
falls on such an object as a violet, the vibrations are 
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partly aBsorbed and partly reflected. In the petal of 
the violet there is relative absorption of the waves of less 
frequency, and reflection of the waves of greater frequency. 
But all that n^aches tlie retina from the violet, or other 
external object, is a more or less selected sample of 
ethevial vibrations lying between the limits of visibility. 
Such, in briefest outline, is the physical story of that which 
goes on external to the organism. Let us now turn to the 
physiological story of what takes place when the etherial 
vibrations reach the organism. 

When the vibrations, transmitted in right lines, reach the 
eye, they pass through the convex transparent cornea, through 
the pupil surrounded by its iris curtain, through the crystal- 
line lens and vitreous humour, and are thus made to impinge 
on the retina. All these transparent structures are merely 
accessory, and for the purpose of throwing a clear-cut, well- 
defined vibration-image on the essential receiving structure, 
the retina, which is in direct communication, through the 
optic nerve, with the brain. The retina itself, in its focal 
and most sensitive area, is composed of an exquisitely deli- 
cate nuxsaic of minute cones, of which there are some 2,000 
in the restricted area, less than yj^th of an inch in diameter, 
of most acute focal sensibility. Outside this area there are, 
in the retinal mosaic, delicate rods as well as cones. Each 
of these inimilc cones and rods has probably its individual 
connection, through the fibres of the optic nerve, with a 
particular part of the brain; and each is physiologically 
sensitive (using this term in a non-psychical sense, as a 
photographer speaks of a sensitive plate) to light vibrations. 
Since, therefore, the retina is an extended surface, on which 
is thrown a vibration image havin< .extension, wo have here 
a physiological basis for that extension in two dimonsii)ns 
with which we are psychologically acquainted. Only that 
part of the retinal mosaic on which there falls the image 
of the violet, or other external object, is stimulated by the 

1 
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etlierial vibrations. So far there is little, difficulty^ ; and if 
the external world aj^peared of a uniform grey of merely 
varying intensity, we could sufficiently account for the 
shading of the extended surface by differential stimulation 
of the retinal cones or rods. But objects ap[)ear not only 
shaded in neutral grey, l)Ut tinted of many hues. Herschcl 
thought tliat the workers on the mosaics of tlie Vatican 
could distinguish at least 30,000 shades of colour. Now 
there is no reason to doubt that each* retinal cone is capable, 
when stimulated, of initiating the impulse which gives rise to 
any of the numerous colour sensations. There are not some 
cones set aside to respond to certain particular vibrations, 
others set aside to respond to other vibrations, and so on ; 
each cone may respond to any vibration within the visible 
scale. But it is clear that it does not respond in only one 
way to vibrations of all frequencies. If it did this the world 
would appear neutral tinted, without variations of colour. 
Nor, oil the other hand, can we siqipose lliat it contains 
some thousands of substances of diffcrcnliated sensibility, 
each of which is stimulated by vibrations of a definitely 
assigned frequency or range of frequency. It seems that the 
phenomena can be best explained if we assume that there 
are in each cone a few primary modes of response, by the 
subtle combination of which all the diverse colour-effects of 
experience may be produced. It is found, for example, that 
if we take vibrations of a certain frequency in the red end of 
the spectrum, others of a certain frequency in the green, and 
nlhors of a certain frequency in the blue, we can, by suitabh^ 
combinations and by varying the relative intensities of these 
three, match very fairly any colour or shade which we meet 
with in normal experience. If we similarly take four 
primaries, red, yellow, green, and Idiio, we can, it is said, 
make a somewhat better match. Into the pliysiological 
thooi ies of colour-vision, howt'ver, we cannot enter. By tlie 
development of what organic products (or in what otbei 
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way) tliese different modes of response are rendered pos- 
sible ; whether there be three or more fundamental modes 
r,f response in the retinal cone; whether the sensation of 
white is physiologically simple or r^impoiind ; whether 
black is merely negation of response or a separate mode 
of response, — tliese arc questions which must be left for 
physiology to answer. It must here suffice to note that they 
are questions under j^iscussion, and ones to which a definite 
reply is by no means easy. 

For psychology, vision begins with the visual sensations ; 
and for us the primary question is, What is a visual sensa- 
tion ? A seyisation may be defined as a?! undecomposahle 
psychological element directly due to an afferent impulse or 
combination of afferent impulses. It is thus an ultimate 
result of psychological analysis as such. I would specially 
draw attention to the fact that the sensation is the result of 
analysis, and to the sense in which this statement holds 
good. The data of e.xpcrience are states of consciousness. 
With them we commence our psychological study. We 
>vish to know all that we can about them, and we therefore 
suiimit them to analysis. The first result of our analysis of 
a state of consciousness is to distinguish a focal impression 
or idea from a marginal setting of subconscious elements. 
We then proceed to analyse the focal impression, say of a 
violet, and we find that the impression is somewhat com- 
plex, involving colour, shading, form, and position. We 
therefore analyse further, and taking the clement of colour 
we reach a sensation of violet, which appears to be psycho- 
logically undecomposable. Here is an end of our psycho- 
k^gical analysis in this direction. But we may carry back 
the analysis further physiologically, and may show that the 
sensation of violet is due to the combination of physiological 
impulses, namely (to take one interpretation), to strong 
impulses due to physical vibrations of a certain rapid fre- 
quency, with feeble impulses due to vibrations of oihet 
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frcciuencies, medium and relatively slow. I’hc steps of the 
analysis, therefore, are — state of consciousness with which 
we start : impression : sensation : physiological impulse. 
1'he impression and sensation are psychological : the impulse 
physiological. Hence the sensation is the ultimate result of 
psychological analysis. 

.Hut now suj)pose that instead of starling from the data of 
experience, states of conscioiisnes.s, we jndeavour to explain 
how these states of consciousness have been built up, then 
we proceed to utilize the results of our analysis and make 
the elementary sensations our point of departure: and this 
method is so common in psychology, that the fact that the 
sensations are the results of our analysis of states of con 
sciousness is apt to be lost sight of. 

To return now to the visual sensations which psychological 
analysis discloses as elementary constituents of impressions. 
There can be no question that, for psychology, black and 
white are primary sensations. Hut what about grey ? Can 
we analyse a uniform grey into black and white, as we can 
analyse a musical chord into its constituent tones? So, too, 
with such colours as orange or purple. When we look at a 
homogeneous patch of orange, uniformly illuminated, can 
we analyse it into red and yellow elements? or does it pro- 
duce an effect which, as a sensation, is incapable of analysis 
however well we may hfiow that it is the result of the com 
bination of diverse physiological impulses? Oi)posite 
answers are given by different oKservers. ln)r myself, I am 
quite incapable of analysing orange when it is presented to 
me as i)art of a definite impression. I happen to know that 
pink, to take another example, is the result of, so to speak, 
watering down carmine with white. Ihit when I look at a 
uniform pink surface I am inc:a|)al)Ie of analysing the sensa- 
tion. When I look at a purple surface I can .see that the 
colour has certain affinities to blue and certain aflinities to 
red. But 1 cannot pretend to analyse it as I ran analyse a 
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iiujiiicail diorcl. I'ui myself, tficrcfuic, and llu.sc nhusc 
cx[)cnence is similar to mine, it would seem that giey, 
orange, purple, pink, and so forth, aic primary sensations 
which result from the combination of t)hysiologieal impulses 
below the threshold of consciousness. l*or us" their “dis- 
sociation point,” to borrow an analogy from chemical sciem e, 
lies in the irrfra-conscious physiological region. This does 
not, however, ])rcclude the view that for others differently 
constituted the coiftbiiialion occurs above the threshold of 
consciousness, and that they can analyse ifi a region into 
which the conditions of my conscious natuic piccludc my 
following them, bor them pink is m;t a sensation, hut the 
result of the combination of sensations of carmine and of 
white. 

"lo sum up then concerning the i)hysical, physiological, 
and psychological aspects of this matter, we have Inst in the 
physical field of external nature a long series of cthcrial 
xibrations capai)le of stimulating the retina with a wide range 
of graduated frequency ; wc have, secondly, in the physi(.» 
logical field of the retina, a few differentiated modes of 
response -o groups of these etherial vibratioirs ; and we 
liavc, lastly, in the psychological field of ccmscloiisness, a 
great numljei of Jifferent sensations, Ibi some of us inra])ab1e 
of analysis in this lield, rluc to varied comhinalions of the 
few physiological responses, 'riiese visual sensations are, 
howcNcr, merely elements in the visual imj)icssi'‘ns ^\hieh 
eaiiy with them other elements, siich as solid ligmc and 
[*ositiuii in s[>acc, to w'hich we shall have to letinii presently. 

.\uditoiy inipicssiun.s, like visual im[)ressiuns, cany with 
them, as we have seen, an element of outness or externality. 
Apart from this they consist of auditory seusati<»iis. 
idiysical science tells us that sounds take their ongin from 
some external vibrating body, and are conveyed to the car 
as waves of elastic compression of ihe air. The vibrations 
thus transmitted are longitudinal -.ir to and fro, not 
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transverse as in the case of light. Within the External 
opening of the ear, these waves encounter the drum mem- 
brane which they set in vibration. Into tlie nature of the 
accessory parts, and of the essential structure of the auditory 
organ, we cannot here enter. Suffice it to say that by the 
accessory parts, wliich though organic are to a large extent 
mechanical in their function, the vibrations are transmitted 
to a fluid contained in the essential organ, which, itself 
bathed in fluid, lies in a cavity in one*of the bones of the 
skull. In a certain part of this organ, termed the cochlea, 
there is a spiral membrane with delicate radial fibres, and 
this membrane is so supported and arranged as to be tense 
radially, but loose longitudinally, or in the direction of the 
spiral. The fibres of the spiral membrane are not them- 
selves directly connected with the fibres of the auditory 
nerve, but they are connected indirectly through their 
supporting structures. If any particular radial fibres arc 
caused to vibrate, their vibration stimulates certain hair-cells 
indirectly associated with them; and thus it is possible 
that every radial fibre sends its special and peculiar excita- 
tion along its associated auditory fibre to a particular 
part of the brain. 

Vv’hen we sing a note into an open piano, the loud pedal 
being held down, the sound waves caused by the voice, 
sweep over the strings, and tend to set them in vibration, 
but only those wires whose tones are in unison with the 
note we arc singing arc thrown into vigorous vibration. 
'J'he other wires remain comparatively unaffected. And 
when our voice ceases, the note is continued through the 
vibration of those piano wires which answer to it in period. 
If a nohe be made near the [liano, such as the striking of a 
book with a stick, a confused murnuir will be heard among 
the strings. For the noise is a chaotic mixture of vibrations, 
and from this each string mechanically selects the vibrations 
whose period answers to its own. Now it seems probable, 
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though ^here are still unex^jlaiiied delaiks that the spiral 
membrane is in some manner selective like the wires of our 
recipient piano. When a note falls upon the ear, vibrations 
of the fluid arc made to sweep along the membrane ; that 
part of the membrane which is attuned to the vibrations is 
affected, and through it the associated hair-cells in con- 
nection with auditory fibres are stimulated. When a noise 
falls upon the ear a considerable area of the membrane is 
set in vibration, and a somewhat chaotic set of impulses 
travel together along the fibres of the auditory nerve. 

The range of vibrations capable of stimulating the 
auditory membrane varies a good deal in different 
individuals. About thirty vibrations per second is the 
lower limit ; the upper limit is about 20,000 vibrations per 
second, but some individuals have their range extended to 
40,000. It should be clearly noted that although physically 
there is a close analogy between the series of light-vibrations 
of increasing frequency, and the series of sound-vibrations 
of increasing frequency, yet physiologically there is ibis great 
difference. Any light- vibrations belonging to the visible 
series can and may stimulate each retinal and the 

differentiation for colour is somehow effected within the 
cone itself or in some structures connected therewith on the 
way to or within the brain. Sound-vibrations on the other 
liand affect, according to their frequency of vibration, 
different -auditory hair-cclls. Hence the eombiiialion kA‘ 
visual impulses to form a physiologically coiiipouud colour 
such as purple is of a different order from the eoiijbi?iatioii of 
audiiory impulses to form a chord. Psychologically I aui 
unable to analyse pui])le ; the combination of impulses is 
for me infra-conscious. But I ran quite easily analyse a 
diord into its constituent notes ; the dissociation [:oin(; ol a 
musical chord is within the conscious region. I imist, 
therefore, speak of a combination of impulses (physiologic. al) 
to form the sensation puiple j but I cai* speak of a combina- 
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tion of auditory sensations {[isycliological) to produce a 
musical chord. Noises, however, from their chaotic nature 
are only to a slight extent, and with difficulty, analysablc. 

Closely associated organically with the auditory organ — 
nay forming part, and almost unquestionably the original 
part of the structure long known as the auditory sac or 
membranous labyrinth of the ear — lies the seat of certain 
very different sensations; namely, those by which we arc 
made sensible of changes in the directk)n or in the amount 
of the movements of the body as a whole, and of the head. 
The exact nature of the physiological impulses which con 
spire to give rise to these sensations is not thoroughly 
understood. No doubt the impulses orginate in movements 
in the fluids which fill, and surround the membranous 
labyrinth with its semicircular canals ; but exactly how these 
movements stimulate the end-organs of the afferent nerve- 
fibres is not known with certainty. ICven the sensations 
themselves, though they are now recognisable without 
difficulty, are so little obvious in ordinary experience, that, 
like the motor sensations to be considered presently, they 
play little or no part in the older psychology. We may be 
said, indeed, to owe their recognition to the alliance 
between physiology and psychology, and to the introduction 
of methods of experimental investigation. 

If a man sit blindfolded on a smoothly running turn- 
table he feels a curious sensation of being turned when the 
table is rotated ; but if the rotation be continued at a 
uniform rate the sensation dies away, but is again felt whtn- 
ever the rate of motion is accelerated. If, on the other 
hand, the rate of rotation be diminished he has a sensation 
of being turned round the other way. If he sit on a swung, 
blindfolded, and the swing be gently moved he is at once 
aware of the fact. If he be on a smoothly running car, he 
feels each change of rate of motion. And if it run for some 
time at a uniform rate and then slacken speed, he feels as 
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if it were beginning to move in the opposite direction. 
Such are some of the experimental evidences of the real 
existence of these sensations. And I call them sensations 
because they do not appear to be psychologically 
analysablc. 

It will be unnecessary for us to analyse the impressions 
of smell, taste, touch, and tcmpcraliire, or consider 
olfactory, gustatory, tactile, and temperaliire sensations, 
I'he foregoing analysis will suffice to show the i)sychologi( al 
and physiological nature of sensations and impulses due to 
the stimulation of the end-organs of the so called special 
senses. We may now note that in the impulses so arising 
there are differentiations of two kinds. 'riieie is a 
differentiation of similar stimuli according to the i)osition of 
the stimulated end organ on an extended surface, as in the 
case of touch. There is also a differentiation of dissimilar 
stimuli acting on the same end-organ as in the case of 
colour vision, probably of smell, and perhaps of taste. 
And these differentiations may be combined as in the case 
of vision, where each cone of the area of maximum 
sensibility is not only differentiated in position, but exhibits 
differential response according to the wave-frequency of 
the light by which it is stimulated ; or again, as in the case 
of hearing, where the differentiation according to position 
is associated, through the intervention of the accessory 
structure of the spiral (basilar) membrane, with sound 
stimuli of a given wave-fic<tueiK \'. have also dis 

tinguished between the afferent impulses, which are 
physiological in their nature, and the sensations to which 
they may give rise, and have seen that these sensations, 
and not the mere impulses, aie i) z psychical elements which 
constitute those impressions that we experience. And now 
we proceed to note, as in accordance with all tliat we have 
already learnt, that at any moment there are raining in on 
the brain through the afferent nerves multitudinous impulses, 
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£>unie of which are definitely of conscious sensation value, 
many of which arc merely subconscious, and yet more of 
which are infra-conscious, merely physiological, and not 
entering the psychical wave at all. As I write there is, 
besides the focal visual impression, much that is merely 
subconscious in vision, and perhaps also visual impulses 
that are infra-conscious. But apart from these occurrences 
in the visual field there are very numerous tactile impulses. 
My clothes press gently on many pafls of my body, my 
attitude involves stronger pressures, my fingers hold the 
I)cn. Tliere arc, too, numerous warmth-impulses from the 
fire ; and many auditory impulses fall upon the ear, the 
ticking of my clock, the pleasant murmur and crackle of 
the burning log of wood, sounds of birds without, and of 
my pen running over the paper. There arc also olfactory - 
impulses from my cigarette and so forth. All these impulses 
pour in by the afferent nerves, and there arises from them a 
definite series of focal impressions and ideas suggested 
thereby, a more or less indefinite margin or setting to the 
same, ami a physiological background which though infra- 
conscious is constantly so to speak hanging on the ( unfines 
of the psychical wave. 

So far I have said nothing of sensations of pain, though 
these are often unpleasantly insistent elements in conscious- 
ness. 1*1 le word pain is here used in its narrower accepta- 
tion, not as antithetical to pleasure, but as descriptive of a 
particular kind of sensation. If the skin be removed from 
any part of the body, and the underlying dermis be ex- 
posed, a stimulation, however light, docs not give rise to a 
sensation of touch, or to one of heal or cold, but to one of 
j)ain. If we increase the pressure on a small area of the 
skin beyond a certain amount we cause a sensation of pain ; 
and if we cither chill or heat a poition of the skiii-suifacc 
beyond certain limits pain arises. It seems proved that 
the nerve-endings which are stimulated to pain are different 
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from, and [)robably lie deeper than, those which are con- 
cerned in sensations of touch or of temperature ; llie 
nerves with which they arc connected ])ursue a somewhat 
different course in the spinal cord, and end in different 
centres in the brain. In certain diseases, and under the 
influence of certain drugs, sensations of pain and sensations 
of touch and temperature are differently affected. It is 
worth noting that the sensations of pain, in the narrower 
sense, are not always painful or disagreeable in the wider 
sense. Moderate pain, as when we lightly press a bruise, or 
begin to make our hands tingle before the fire, is not by 
any means unpleasant. 

These sensations of pain are developed not so much in 
the skin as beneath the skin ; nor are they restricted to the 
neighbourhood of the skin. From tendons, bones, joints, 
and the internal viscera, we may receive sensations of pain, 
and the only definite impressions we receive from within 
our skins are those originating in sensations of pain. I'he 
heahhy man, sound in every part, pays very little heed to 
what is going on inside him, apart from the calls of hunger 
and thirst and other natural prompt ings. There is probably 
nevertheless a very considerable body of impulses pouring 
in on the brain from all the inner parts. 'I'his is often 
summed up under the head of “general sensibility.” It is 
tlii.s which, as we have before .seen, plays no unimportant 
part in determining those marginal factors of our psychic 
life which we term mood and temperament, and which were 
indicated as part of the organic basis of personality. It 
seems very probable then that pain is felt when these sen- 
sations of general sensibility are abiioimally heightened. 
Incipient heightening or the beginnings of pain are not 
unpleasant, but they soon reach a stage when they are more 
or less distressing. Fatigue is probably a modification of 
general sensibility, and in its incipient stages, when we are, 
as we say, just healthily tired, is not unpleasant. Hunger is 
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associated especially with the condition of the mucous 
membrane of the stomach, and may range from a pleasantly 
healthy appetite to the gnawings of famine. So too with 
thirst, wliich appears to he due to a deficiency of water 
in the mucous membrane of the soft palate. Fatigue, 
hunger, and thirst, with the pain felt in the viscera, the eyes, 
cars, head, and so forth, and in or beneath the skin, are more 
or less diffused presenlativc states, which carry with them a 
varying degree of localization. * 

"J1ic agrccal)lcness or disagtccahlcness of impressions or 
states of consciousness tliat emotional colouring or tunc 
which makes them pleasant or dislaslcfiil — should jHobahly 
he regarded rather as psychical qualities of sensations than 
as separate and distinct elements. It will be sufficient to 
make but a passing reference to them here ; their differen- 
tial influence on the control centres will he briefly con- 
sidered hereafter. The pleasurable tone sometimes tinges 
the sensation or iurpression ; sometimes arises out of the 
relations (jf the focal and marginal elements of a state of 
consciousness; and sometimes is due to associated ideas, 
being of course in this case representative. A pure satii 
rated colour, a full rich musical tone, a diffused sense of 
moderate warmth, certain scents and flavours ; these are 
pleasurable in themselves. Other scents, other flavours, sin-ill 
high-pitched notes, pain in any of its intenser forms, are in 
thcm.selves distasteful or even disliessing. In the case of a 
musical chord or a setpicncc of sm h I'hords, in the •( ase of 
a fine painting, the i)]ea.suic aihses from the liarmunioLis 
relations of the {>aits. And nothing is better calculated lo 
enforce the complexity of the p-^yc-hical wave in the instant 
of consciousness than a consideration of what elements arc 
present, focal and marginal, when oui soul is stirred by 
some magnificent pageant, by a rich and full orchestral 
climax, or by the culminating scene in a great play or novel. 
It may perhaps be said that in such cases we have the 
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accumulated effect of states of consciousness wliich have 
succeeded one another during a considera]>le space of time. 
But if it be true that we are limited to present instant 
of consciousness, it is clear that at such moments of 
climax there are gathered up into the wave of consciousness 
a great number of elements, the harmonious correlation of 
which gives us a pleasure of peculiar richness and fulness. 
Some of these are representative; and pleasurable or pain- 
ful tone is often associated rather with the suggested ideas 
thaji with the suggestive impression itself. 1 ‘here is nothing 
intrinsically pleasurable in the cawing of rooks, nor in the 
shrill cry of the swifts as they wheel in their flight through 
the summer air; but these are sounds which for many of us 
are full of pleasant associations. 'I’he scent of violets in 
the early morning, the song of the lark in the summer sky, 
the sight of the young grass when the hay has been recently 
cut and carried, the warmth and brilliance of the sun after 
dark and cloudy days, — all these are pleasant ; each has its 
special quality of emotional tone ; and all are due to 
complex correlated influences, presentative and representa- 
tive, but mainly representative. So, too, with disagreeable 
01 distressing states. The painful horror of the sight of 
blood, the loathing some feel for a spider or a toad, the 
indefinable fear of a snake, — these arc due to the emotional 
t<uie of associations which are often ('omplex. l.astly, the 
exhilaration of perfect freshness and health, and the depies- 
sion of weai incss and dyspepsia, are due to the emotional 
tone in association with the net result of multitudinous 
impulses from the nerves of general sensibility. 

There is yet one more group of sensation-elejuents that 
remains for con^iileration, - the group which C(;nstitutes 
what is olien spoken of as the musc ular sense. 'The name 
is not quite satisfactoiy : and it will ije belter to speak not 
of muscular but of motor sensations, including under this 
head sensations of position, such pO'^ilion being regarded as 
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the resting stage of movement. We need not here discuss 
the physiological question as to what share of these motor 
sensations is due to afferent impulses from the muscles 
themselves; what share is due to movements and strains 
in the skin or other surrounding parts ; and what share is 
due to impulses coming from the articular surfaces of joints, 
or from parts which move over each other, as the eye moves 
in its socket. Psychological introspection would seem to 
assign to the last class of impulses — that of the movements 
of parts in their sockets — the leading position. But this 
docs not exclude the other factors. 

’There ran he little (question that motor-sensations are 
capable of very exact definition, and that they are of great 
importance in building up the fabric of our presentative 
impressions, as they are also in affording data — to he con- 
sidered hereafter — for the control of action in the field of 
practical skill. If with shut eyes and outstretched hand we 
trace a circle in the air, we shall perhaps be surprised at the 
accuracy with which wc feel the movements and positions 
of the limb ; or if under similar circumstances we draw a 
small circle on paper, or write our name slowly blindfolded, 
the delicacy of our motor feelings may, if our attention has 
not before been drawn to the matter, come upon us almost 
as a revelation. For it is characteristic of these motor-sen- 
sations, that they lurk somewhat persistently in the marginal 
region of consciousness, and require the application of our 
attention in an unwonted direction to be rendered focal. 
And this would seem to be due to the fact that the- move- 
ment or position is in daily life merely a means to attain a 
given end, and that the end and not the means is what we 
habitually have in view. It is therefore worth while to carry 
out some self-observation directed to the ascertainment of 
the extent and limits of our motor-sensations. We are 
looking round us all day long wuth our eyes, and yet we may 
si'arrely have realised how distindly wc ran feel the move- 
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merits of the eyes in their sockets. We are constantly 
adjusting our eyes for near and far vision, and yet may not 
have paid any attention to the motor-sensation.s which accom- 
pany these adjustments. Nevertheless, when our attention 
is drawn to the fact, we feel them distinctly. 

We have seen that along the afferent nerves of the special 
senses, and again through the nerves of general sensibility, 
impulses are constantly pouring in upon the brain, some of 
which, presumably tffose which are dominant, enter into the 
focal impressions of consciousness ; others, as subconscious 
elements, fill in the margin of consciousness ; while yet 
others remain infra-conscious, — no doubt of great organic 
importance, but psychologically extra marginal. So, too, 
there is pouring in upon the brain a multitude of motor- 
impulses, some of which, as we shall see in the next chapter, 
enter into and modify the focal impressions, many of which 
are at most marginal, while a residue, large and l)y no 
means unimportant, remains infra-conscious, and ministeis 
to the physiological integrity of the bodily life. 

It only remains to add that, while we speak of “a 
sensation’’ or “sensations” as undecomposable for con- 
sciousness, we often employ the word “Sensation” (without 
the article and not usable in the plural) as a grouping term 
for the whole of that area of mental life whic:h is comjiriscd 
under the head of sense-expericncc. Sensation in this 
usage is comparable in classification with Perception and 
Concei)tion. 
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CHAPTER IX. 

SYNTHESIS AND CORRELATlbN 

I N the foregoing chapter we subletted impressions to 
analysis, and we found that the ultimate psychological 
results of that analysis were sensations. We saw that these 
included sensations of the special senses, sensations of pain 
and general sensibility, and motor-sensations, any or all of 
which may carry with them an emotional tone pleasureable 
or the reverse. And, furthermore, we saw that the sensations 
might in physiological analysis be further decomposed into 
impulses, — the sensation purple, for example, being due to a 
combination of such physiological impulses. I have used 
such phrases as “the combination of physiological impulses 
to give rise to a sensation to avoid pedantry and circum- 
locution. But it may be not(xl that such phrases are, in 
strictness, open to a very serious criticism. Physiological 
impulses are waves of molecular change of .some sort, and 
arc physical in their nature ; while sensations are chanents 
in consciousness, and psychical in their nature. No com- 
bination of ])hysiral impulses can give rise, it may be said, 
to a psychical or conscious condition, for there is no 
community of nature, and no thinkable continuity,' between 
physical states and consciousness. With this criticism I am 
hearthy in agreement. What I should say, in strictness, is, 
that the physiological conditions which are the concomitants 
of sensations arc* due to the combination of physiological 
impulses, the concomitants of which are infra-conscious, or 
do not rise above the threshold of consciousness. Rut such 
se.itences as this are rather cumbrous ! While, therefore, I 
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heartily agree witli the spliit of the criticism, I shall for 
tht‘ sake of hievity and fileaincss use the less accurate 
phraseology. 

We have now to .see how the sensation f-hanents an', 
conihinefl synthetically to form iinprc.ssions as we know 
them; how they enter into correlation with each other; 
and how th^ call up through a.ssociation representations of 
similar sen.sation-eleinents. It must be remembered that 
the wel) of consci^Kisness, even in sense-experience, is 
wonderfully complex, Avith a complexity which b(‘i:gars 
descri]jtion. All that wc can do in this chapter is t(^ 
consider some of the more important of the correlations, 
and to indicate the manner in which sensations enter into 
synthetic union. 

When wc look at such an object as a cubical brick lying 
on a table nl a distance of three or four feel from us, we 
obtain a definite impression. Wc are, however, using two 
eyes. On the retina of each eye there is an image of the 
brick ; but the grouped impulses from the two retinas are 
factors in a single impressiim. Moreover, the two images 
are not quite alike, for the two eyes look out on the brick 
from slightly different positions, and a little experimenting 
will show that what is seen with tb'^ left eye is not (piite the 
same aspect of tnc lirick as that which is s(‘cn with the right 
< \e. I’ut m5t only do the difl'ment grou[>s of inij)uises from 
ihe two c}es conspin' to give rise’ t(A a single impressi(>n, 
they ak'o give, or aid in giving, lo lh(* imjuvssion the s])C('ihc 
quality of solidity or .spatial dejith. 'This may In* e.\p( ri 
mentally shc-wn v>i!h tlu,' aid ol the st(‘reoseopc‘. By nit.'ans 
of this insi nu'iu.'iit twi^ difhas'nl flat ]'icturi'S. tLiken Irom 
slightly di\'eigenl j}oinls of view. ai\- seen at lh<' ^-amc time, 
the one with the left eye, the '-her uith th.e light, d he 
cff<u i;i a wonderfully perfect illusion lh:u ilie objects 
have solidity, and lliat they stand cait in spau; ot three 
ilimensions. Isven il tht* putim. s aie only iiiomentanly 
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illuminated l>y the electric flash, the illusion of solidity is 
still conveyed. It would seem, then, that the synthetic 
combination of the impulses generated by two different 
retinal images, gives to the visual impression its element of 
solidity or depth. Now the que.stion arises, have we in this 
syntliesis a combination of physiological impulses, or a 
combination of sensations ? In other words, is the dissocia- 
tion i}oii\t of the depth element of a visual impression 
within the conscious region, or is it JCifra-conscious ? ]u)r 
me, if T can trust my powers of introspection, it is in fra - 
conscious. Psychologically I cannot analyse the element of 
solidity in a given impression. 1 /c/ioief perfectly well that it 
results from the synthetic combination of two retinal images. 
But it is for me a sen.sation wliicb, though it results from n 
j)iiysiological synthesis, resists all my efforts after psychologi- 
cal dissociation. Others, however, affirm that it is possible 
by close analysis of visual impressions to distinguish between 
the two retinal images. For them the dissociation-point is 
within the conscious region. In any case the important 
point to notice is that the combination, however and 
wherever occurring (and it may physiologically occur in the 
lower brain-centres), does not merely produce a compo.site, 
and hence more or less blui red impression, hut a clear-eut 
and definite impressiem, with a new quality, that of ouln(js.s, 
distance, and solidity. If it he asked why the synthetic 
combination gives rise to thi.s new quality in the psychi('al 
product, we must reply that we do not know. We know 
practically nothing concerning tJie ultimate “whys’^ of con- 
sciousness, though we know a little concerning the [)roximat(i 
“whys’’ and the “hows.” Wc do not know why rays of 
a certain vibration frequency give the sensation red, 
rays of another vibration frecpiency give the sensation green. 
We do not know why, when there arc combined upon the 
retina the rays which give the sensation red with the rays 
which give the sensation green, we get a quit(? new sensation 
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difliw cjif. from both, which wc rail yellow. So, thr pi^yclK fhygy, 
visual distance and solidity, the third dimensional s|)ac:e 
element, appears to be an ultimate element. We may 
explain, or attempt to explain, physiologically how it is 
generated, but why it takes this form we cannot say. 

There are, however, other factors, which aid in giving to 
visual impressions their quality of distance, and to space, as 
presented to the eye,, its element of de|)th. If we hold a 
pencil on our forefinfer, about ten inches from our face, and 
focus our eyes alternately on this and on some distant object, 
we shall become aware, by the exercise of a little introspec- 
tive attention, tliat there are present psycliical elements 
other than those belonging to the visual sensations as such. 
I'hese elements are sensations associated with certain move 
ments of the eyes, or parts of the eyes, during the process 
of focussing. Physiology shows that these movements are 
of two kinds. Pirst, there are movements of greater or less 
convergence of the two eyes, so as to make the image fall 
on tlie most sensitive area of the retina; and secondly, 
there are movements of accommodation within the eye by 
which, through a change in the curvature ot the hinder 
.surface of the lens, the image is rendered more clearly 
defined. It is probably impossible psychologically to dis- 
tinguish between these two, though physiologically they are 
quite distinct. Moreover, these motor-sensations are seldom 
rendered focal e.xcepl for purposes of psychological analysis. 
'They are normally marginal, and arc only dragged to the 
light of focal consciousness to satisfy the demands of 
scientific .analysis. But I have written so far in vain if 1 
have not made it clear that the inlluence of the snh 
conscious margin, in determining our states (4* consciousness, 
is of extreme importance, and nc\:ds constant recognition. 

Wlien we sec, then, a focal ofiject st*t in a visual iield, 
there are, apart from and Jii additi<’>n to visu.al sensations 
(that is to say, sense-data supplied by Ihe retinas), motor 
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scns.'itions (tlinl is to say, seiisedat^ due to movements of or 
ill the eyes). And these latter, in correlation with the 
binocular factor, aid in giving to our impressions of sight 
their visual depth. They aid also in giving to ol^jects their 
solidity. For when we take in the form or figure of any 
object, our eyes wander over its several parts with varying 
convergence and accommodation for distance. And it must 
be nanembered that as, during our waking hours, we look 
hither and thithcr,^nd com))rise noviA^ tin's, now that, and 
now the other object in our glance, we proceed by successive 
gradations, the motor impulses forming a continuous series 
associated with constantly changing adjustments. This 
continuity of the motor scries is probably not a little helpful 
in giving rapidity and exactness to our visual localization. 

It appears, therefore, that the depth element in visual 
impressions, as given through the combined impulses from 
two retinas, is correlated with motor-sensations of con- 
vergence and adjustment. We have now to see that the 
extension element, as given in the grouped impulses from 
each retina, is likewise correlated with other motor-sensations. 
"]‘o thii] end, let us begin by noting what takes place when 
we observe a moving object in the field of vision. We are 
wucching, we will suppose, a game of billiards. Again and 
again our eyes follow the balls in their movements across 
the table. We are at most Init dimly subconscious of our 
own motoi'Sensations as our eyes follow the movements of 
the billiard balls. Tt is the ol)ject itself as moving on which 
in each case attention is fixed. The hall is in the focus of 
vision, and as it moves the surrounding margin is gradually 
changing. Often two balls are moving at once. We fix 
our attention on one of them, and follow it with our eyes , 
but we arc aware of the movements of the other as changes 
in the margin of vision ; and we can leap with our eyes from 
one ball to the other with almost infallible accuracy. We 
can, if we like, while white and red are moving, fix our eyc.s 
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on “spot/’ which is at rest. When the iiiovonicnts arc 
entirely in the margin of the visual field, our eyes are still ; 
there are no motor-sensations, but wc have to exercise some 
control to prevent our eyes going off after one ball or the 
other, so strong is the tendency of our eyes to follow the 
moving object. So far as vision is concerned, therefore, 
movements are gradual changes in the relation of the focus 
to the margin, or relative changes within the margin, or 
both. And these changes are usually correlated with motor- 
sensations due to the movements of the eyes. 

Now let us take a visual scene in which there is no move 
nicnt. 'fhe game of billiards is over; the players have 
departed ; only the psychologist remains. Tic fixes his eye 
on the red, and makes it focal in a marginal setting of the 
table with white and “spot” and a cue leaning at one 
corner, This catches his attention and away fly his eyes to 
render it focal. The whole scene shifts, and assumes new 
relations to a new focus. There has been no moveiiR nt in 
th< external factors of the scene, but there has been a com 
plCtC rearrangement of the scene for consciousness; there 
is a new focus to a different margin. In that margin the 
large t iclurc on the further wall c atc hes his attention. It 
is a fair work of irtwith its focal point or centre of grouping 
siilficiently well defined. Our ])sy('holv)gist < annol, however, 
grasp the full work of the picture at a single glance. Mis 
eye wanders over it to embrac'c in succession the varicjus 
details. I Ic successively focusses all the essential leaiuies, 
and ea( h successive foc ussing gives a new psy<'hulogi(\d 
nnpr<'s.;ion, a new focais with a new inaigin. I'hen he 
1 etui ns to the ccaitre of groujiing, and begins to lake in the 
lull t ffect of th(j work of art as a whole. He giasps the 
gene ral effect as a < oui[jlex impression. I'or in any visual 
lield theie is a foc'al impression to which the rest of the field 
is marginal ; and within the c'omphc: iinjuession there is a 
centie giouiiing to which the rest of the iinpiession is 
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relatively marginal. If, as we look at a picture, there is any 
subsidiary detail which catches the attention as not yet 
mastered, away go the eyes to this point to make it for the 
moment focal, and only when we feel that we have got its 
value for the total effect do we return again to the centre of 
grouping. In looking, therefore, at an unchanging scene 
there is abundant employment of eye movements, and \ve 
seem amj)ly justified in saying that the relation of the focus 
to the margin (that is, the extension element) in any given 
visual scene is closely correlated with the eye movemetits 
necessary to bring any desired part of the margin into focus. 
The visual field is given in direct visual experience as ex- 
tended and, when sensations of accommodation are added 
to the other motor-sensations, as having dci)th. 'Fhcre is 
not only a focus but a margin. And tlic relation of the 
one to the other is correlated with and suggestive of motor- 
sensations due to movements of and in the eyes. 

Both the visual imprc.ssions and the correlated motor- 
sensations are presentative, they lake their origin in impulses 
due to excitations of the afferent nerves. 'Hie visual field 
IS, however, partly thrown into three-dimensional form 
through suggestion and association. The relative intensities, 
shading, shadows, the a[)pearance due to haze, the relative 
blurring of objects in the margin, all these are suggestive of 
the distance element. As visual impulses they are, of 
counse, presentative ; but it is their suggestive or represen- 
tative torce that give.s them value in this respect, d'he 
painter has to rely on such suggestions for giving the dis- 
tant e element or depth to his picture. But when we look 
at the picuire, we feel that the det)th, admirably as it may be 
represented, is suggested and not actually presented. 

In the case of touch, as with vision, the extension which 
is given in tactile experience is closely correlated with inotor- 
‘-ensationii. Snp[K)se that we are feeling for an object in the 
Uaik, and that our wrist is brought into coiiUiet with it or 
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with aiiother object, 'riieic is not only a scnsHtiou af 
touch, but the impression is JocahVed as originating at tlic 
wrist. Under such circumstanrcs w^e at once move tlaj 
hand and arm in such a way as to bring the fingers to bear 
upon the oliject ; and the locali/atiun of the touch is 
correlated with Uic motor scnsalioiis thus arising. Or 
suppose there is some source of irritation, say, at the liack 
of the neck. At once the hand is carried to the s[)ol to 
ascertain the nature lAf the irritant and to remove it. And 
lierc again the localization of the spot where the stimulus is 
applied is correlated with motor-sensations due to tlic 
movement of the hand to the spot. The correlation is by 
no means perfect in the absence of sight. If we get some 
one to press gently with the [loint of a pencil on our thigh 
or calf or upper arm, and then, with shut eyes, try and place 
our finger on tlic exact S[)()t we shall })rol)ably miss it by an 
liirh or so, Ihactirc, however, rapidly and to a < (uisider- 
ablo degree improves the accuracy of the con elation and 
associated localization. 

And not (ally is there a correlation hclwecii toiicli sensa- 
tions and a})[)ioiinate motor-sensations, there is a < lo'<e 
coiJcLtion between tactual and visual impressions. A hiend 
lias left on my t. l)le a fo.ssil for identification. No sooner 
do my eyes fall upon it than my hand is reached foilli to 
pick it lip. Such association of visual and tactual expciicncc 
IS a. vc»^y ficipient and constant one from our cadicst days. 
1’hc <hi!d is re[)eatedly streti'hiiu; out ils hands, and we 
may obsc) v'c how' often the eyes follow the hands in their 
nu'ViUiiCiUs. In the first months of lih: l lierc is amtile 
opportunity for the c.stablislnnent of t lelalionshi]) 
lictuccn moveniciils o( the hands and fingci.-. and move- 
ments of the eyes, and of botii with changes m the visual 
field. When the child begins to crawl and move about, 
there is further opportunity for the e.stablisliment of corre- 
lations between these more extended movements and visual 
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distance. Distance deepens to tactual ex[)erieiice, and new 
jnd most valuable correlations are formed lietween these 
new acquisitions and previous visual exjieriencc. And as 
the months ^o by there is a constant and progressive 
correlation of visual and tactual experience. 

d'hc exact mode of the establishment of this correlation is 
unfortunately left to conjcctmc. We have no recollection, 
or scarcely any recollection, of ail that occurs in the build- 
ing up of our [)sychical experience diiAng the first two years 
of life. The i)robabilities are, however, that the ])sychical 
c(.)rrelations are founded upon physiological co ordinations 
which are inherited. 'i'Jiis is a somewhat important point 
which needs a little explanation. Ily saying that the 
psychical correlations are founded tqion physiological co- 
ordinations whh'.h arc inherited, 1 mean that in the individual 
development the latter are prior to the former, the ])hysio- 
logical co-ordinations to the psychological cm relations. Con- 
sciousness, if I may so say, does not come into j)osscssion 
of a dead organism and then begin to pull the strings and 
make it work and live. Nor docs consciousness bring with 
it any inherited knowledge of the woild and what it is, of 
tlu‘ body and how it >vorks, or of the relatifin of one to tlie 
other. Tt is very doubtful whetlicr cons( i(;iis e\p^ riciKc is 
or can be inherited. I' or some time consciousness is but a 

s]Kxtator, and, could he but rememlicr, ]nobal)iy a dazed 
and (’onfused speetat(jr, of the [ihysiolo'-ic'al and organic 
lefh.xcs of the body wiilr a j>art of which it is closely if not 
riiseparably associated. It is <jij]y gradually that cons( iou.j 
ness begins to ha\e some powi'r of guidance and control 
over the organic mechanism. At fust the tMgamsm 
niercly a marvelh hi-.. p]i\ siolog.ical autoiiKifcjg the nature 
and mode of working of whi<'h the nac^ccnl consciousneoS 
has to learn by experience. 

A strong stimulus in a marginal part of the retina ]iro- 
LeJ)l\ causes in lire >onng child an organic letJex, by 
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which those muscles are called into play which are fitted 
to turn the eyes, so as to make this stimulus focal. The 
co-ordinated movements of the eyes, their convergence 
and accommodation are almost certainly physiological, and 
due perhaps to infra-conscious impulses carried inwards by 
afferent nerves to the lower brain centres. But this organic 
rcilex, though not in the first instance the result of conscious 
ex[)erience, is nevertheless accompanied by consciousness, 
and thus contril)utc?fto the upbuilding of experience. There 
is no conscious guidance in the initial stages, but conscious 
data are being provided for such guidance in the future. 
"i1ic sliniulus of a bright object may also initiate, [iiohably 
as a further organic reflex, the stretching forth of the hand 
towards it, while the contact of the object with the ])alm 
(ertainly gives rise to a grasping reflex. These re Ilexes, too, 
though not due to conscious guidance, are nevertheless 
accompanied by consciousness ; and associations arc thus 
csl;d3lished between the results of visual ex[)urience, and the 
I exults of motor and tactual experience. 

i low llu' p:;y<'hicnl data all<;rdcd to the infaiu by the eaily 
n-M of ib, .seiiia: organs, and by the motor sen: atioi)'. whieh 
aceompany inherited reflexes, aie oiganiscd into a conscious- 
ness which crnijraces them all in a ('oinplex unity we can 
but con jcdiiie. It is not difficult, indeed, to build uj) a 
cvinj* dura! psychical baby, but it is cijuaily easy to show 
how < onjedural that [)sychieal haby is. Of this however 
wc may be tolerably sure, that it is tlue.iigh tbe. grouping 
<’•1 the diverse data‘s and the roirelation ol the testimony 

' Wc h.ivc ojme evidence iiiii;* llic ( ■ >1 n l.i timi of m wly 

.K 'juircMl d.iUi in tin' c.e.c td tli*’ c wlio 1 mv(' n cuvrd ;d;;li( .o lli-. 

It .lilt ol ;i sinajccd < -|»ci.'ili<>n, A w- >M Inllicito iiilt j pi. tcd nuinly 

ilirnuidi li,is to Itc intcrpictctl anew lor m ion. it is ;viifl that to 

'ucli incliv nluaK <»bj(’C.ts to be in contact with, or in close ] loximily 

U>, the eyes; and that solid bodies, .siud> as ih<^ cube* oif sphere, aic 
taken to be Hal suiTaci.s. k'vcn llic huina’'. ‘-u'c scene, to be a Hal 
plane. One niiis! l^c c.uclul if)t to Iniiid toe much on al'iioinia! cases. 
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of the senses that the process is somehow effected. Con- 
sciousness is essentially a synthetic unity, and perhaps in 
this synthesis we may see a subjective aspect of that uni- 
versal synthetic tendency which we discern in diverse forms 
throughout the objective world of nature, — a synthetic 
tendency which is seen alike in the genesis of a raindrop, of 
a crystal, and of the solar system ; in the exquisite structure 
of the frustiilc of a diatom, in the form and brilliancy of a 
humming-bird, and in the silken golcf of a maiden’s hair. 
Many thinkers are unable to conceive how the synthesis of 
c.onsciousness can be effected in the absence of a super- 
natural ego which effects the synthesis, l^'or them the ego 
or individual personality is not the product of, init tlic 
supernatural producer of, the synthesis, but we are not 
wont to regard the genesis of a conijdex crystal as due to 
any individual act of supernatural synthesis, but rather as 
the outcome of a tendency which permeates inorganic 
nature. And in like manner we may regard the selective 
synthesis which gives rise to consciousness as due to a 
tendency which permeates the whole realm of psyc hical 
existence. 

Wc arc here however ap[)roachi!ig a philosophical ques- 
tmu which we cannot now discuss. It is sulhcient in this 
place to note that the cousciousnes.s of the infant involves 
the extensive correlation of psyehiral data. What we call 
the extension and externality or outness of objects involve.^ 
such coi relation. 1'iie mere recejaion of stimuli^ on an 
extended suriacc docs not suffice to give rise to the per 
cciition of extension. The difference between high an<l 

'flic: 3[)paiatii.-i fur convci^cnc:c an«l iiccuiiimcaJatiui), su long unused, 
t‘<tuld 5carcc;ly I’c expected to sujiply normal data to cunsciousness. 
Tlie rec^ui^jitc stimuli for organic responses having been so long with- 
held, the a[>paratus for physiological response might well fur some time 
b(: o'li of gear, and W’ould thus supply data diner(?nt from those which 
the lie.dihy inlaiil receives. 
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low musical tones is probably due to the stimulation oi’ 
different parts of an extended surf;ice, l)iU they carry v/ith 
them no extension element in consciousness, "inhere is 
here no correlation, such as there is between visual and 
tactual extension. But thoiii^h such organized correlation 
may be regarded as essential to the selective synthesis of 
con.sciousness, yet, T must repeat, the exact mode of its 
development and the stages of correlation are, and are likely 
to remain, conjecturaT. 

Let us now summarize the correlations which we have 
briefly considered as contributing to the synthesis of our 
visual experience. 'I'here is, first of all, a correlation of the 
testimony of the two retinas, and here the correlation is 
probably infra-conscious ; secondly, and concurrently, there 
is the correlation of visual sensations proper with the 
motor-sensations of accommodation ; thirdly, there is a 
correlation of the changes which occur in the retinal field 
with the motor-sensations which arise horn the movements 
of the eyes in their sockefs. Co ordinate and concurrent 
with this organisation of a visual field through the correlation 
of retinal sensations with motor-sensations, is the organi/.a- 
lion of a tactual tield through the coi relation of sensations 
of touch with tlio.se molor-sen.sations which are subservient 
to ta( tual experience. And throughout all the stages of the 
organization of these two fields tliere arc cross (orrelations, 
by which the ex[)erience gained in the visual field is brought 
into rcl’ition with experience gained in the tactual field. So 
that for normally constituted individuals experience is never 
;;aincd sepaiatcl) in the visual held, and in the tactual held ; 
but through constant correlation, the one witii tlic «)thci, the 
two fields roales( c in a common field of {uaclicnl experience. 
Even so we have not nearly exhausted the many modes of 
con elation which enter into the fabric of our common 
w'oik-a-day consciousne.ss. I’here is an .'^uditory held, an 
olf.ictcuy held, and a field of temperaliue. 'I'heie is loo a 
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motor field, in which the movements of the limbs, head, and 
body as a whole are correlated. All of these, though of 
distinctly subordinate importance, are more or less definitely 
correlated with the fields of vision and of touch, and con- 
tribute to the orderly complexity of practical ex[)erience ; 
and all arc knit into an harmonious whole by that synthetic 
activity, in the absence of which there would be no states of 
consciousness at all. 

And this complex [irocess of c()rrc?i?ition, the result of a 
natural and inherent synthetic activity, involves both j^re- 
sentative and representative elements. In the visual im- 
pression itself there is a synthesis of presentative impulses, 
and on this there rapidly follows a further synthesis, involv- 
ing suggested representative elements. For the original 
presentative impulses, and the sensations to which they 
give rise, form nuclei, around which representative elements 
ra])idly cluster and combine to form synthetic products of 
yet greater complexity. Let us steadily bear in mind that 
states of consciousness as we know them are wonderfully 
complex, with focal and marginal constituents, and with 
presentative and rcprescnlalive elements. We may in our 
analysis disentangle some of the strands of the many-hued, 
\i't harmonious, tapestry of consciousness; but let us nut 
forget that, as we know it in practical experience, the 
la[)estiy itself is a synthetic unity of marvellous and 
evpiisitcly intricate workmanship. 
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CHAPTER X. 

THE SENSE-EXPERIENCE OF ANIMALS 

T he sensc-expei'l^nce, or consentiencc, as it has been 
termed, which results from the correlation of sense- 
data, forms the foundation of our psychical life ; and it can 
hardly be questioned that it forms the foundation of the 
psychical life of animals. There is scarcely anything that 
has been said in the last two chapters which we may not 
fairly infer to apply in principle to those vertebrate animals, 
and especially the higher vertebrates, to which I have 
thought it best to confine our attention in this work. But 
when we go beyond these limits, — when, for example, we 
attempt to interpret the psychology of insects, — we find 
ourselves in face of serious difficulties, the nature of which 
may be indicated in passing, that my reason for restricting 
our zoological field may be made clearer. 

'rhroughout our considerations the leading position taken 
by visual impressions has been obvious. Our world of prac- 
tical experience is largely interpreted in visual terms. 'I’he 
retina of the vertebrate eye is so constructed tiiat there is a 
small central area of maximum delicacy, the image or p(^itir)n 
of an image whicli falls within this being for us, and we* may 
infei for other vertebrates, focal. In other vertebrates as in 
14s there is a mechanism for accommodation ; while some 
other vertebrates, though only sevue, like ourselves use the 
two eyes in binocular vision. In all the vertebrates with 
which we are dealing, there are muscles which allow ot 
delicately-graded movements of the eyes in their sockets. 
Hence we ma) infer that what we learnt concerning the 
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(’<>1 relations in vision, and the correlations of inovemcnls in 
the visual field with tlie motor-sensations which accompany 
the movements of the ej^es in their sockets, holds good for 
vertebrates as for men. But when we pass to the insect, — 
the bee, for example, — there are twf) kinds of eyes, the 
small sim[)le ocelli, and the ])air of large many-facetted eyes. 
'I’here is no incciianism for accommodation in either; no 
movements of the eyes in their sockets in either. It is not 
improbable that the ocelli serve mainlf^the purpose of direct 
ing the insect to a glimmer of light, the opening of the nest, 
for example ; while the method of vision in the many-facetted 
eyes, the so-called mosaic vision, is quite different from 
anything of which we have or can have experience. In the 
visual experience of the bee, motor-sensations, special to the 
act of vision, can take no part. But we have seen that thesis 
motor-sensations in association and correlation with retinal 
sensations make visual experience what it is. Docs it 
not, therefore, logically follow that the visual experience of 
the bee must differ so widely from our own, that our wisest 
course is an honest confession of ignorance ? Is not the bee 
in this rcsjiect like the kitchen clock; and are not we chro- 
nometers whicli only know the nature of their own insides? 
Mow little we know about the auditory and olfactory organs 
of insects ; and what can we know at all about their auditory 
and olfactory exj)erience? What know we concerning the 
tactile and othia' antennary sensations of the bee? What 
concerning the motor -sensations in that delicate organ? 
Still more, wdiat concerning the synthetic correlation of the 
data of antennary senses and of antennary motor-sensations ? 
In us the rnotor-sensations in the limbs are largely due to 
the movements of joints in their sockets; to some extent 
due to tensions in a soft and delicate skin. But in the bee 
the skin forms a firm encrusting armour, except at the Joints; 
the muscles of the limbs lie within the tubular armour, and 
the joints are \’ery different from ours. In ns, the mem 
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hianniis labyrinth and semicircular canals cijivc scnsalions 
accompanying changes in the direction or amount of move- 
ment in the head and body generally. We do not know of 
anything of the sort in the bees. If then the tactual field 
must be somewhat different from ours, the visual field widely 
different, and the anlennary field - not impiobably the 
dominant factor in bee-experience — quite unknown, must 
not one infer that the nature of tlie sen.se expericnce of this 
insect is a secret she ‘keeps to herself, even if she be philo- 
so})btT enough to fancy she has guessed it? And if sense- 
experience be the foundation of the psychical life, that u[)<mi 
which the superstructure of higher j)sychical faculty is based, 
how far arc our conjectures concerning the lieo superstruc- 
ture likely to be correct, if we are almost wh.olly ignorant of 
the nature of the bee-foundation? Therefore, I say, let us 
not abate one jot of our industry in the objective study of 
the habits and activities of the invertebrate animals; but let 
us not luetend to know anything hut the vaguest generalities 
concerning their psychology. 

lo return to the vertebrates; it appears to me that with 
regard to them, or in any case the more highly (wganised 
among their number, we arc justified in inferring that the 
foundation in sense-experience is of like nature to that in 
man. No doubt there are differences, and not unimportant 
differences, in detail. There I'an lie no (jiiestion, for (*x- 
ample, th.al in the dog and the deer the olfactoiy field is of 
far greater practical importance than it is with us. 1 iiave 
lately made experiments with u fox-terrier to illustrate the 
way in which he practically utilizes the sense of scent. On 
the steep slope of a hill where limestone fragments from the 
locks above have collected in con'.iderable quantities among 
may-bushes, nut-trees, and otlier vegetation, 1 have watched 
him search for the stones I have jiitched down for him to 
fetch. Selecting a s[)Ot where a little rising ground effect- 
ually jirevented him from ‘\‘*eing where the stone fell, 1 have 
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sent him after marked limestone fragments. He waiclics the 
initial direction in which the .stone is Hying, and then races 
off. After that he trusts almost entirely to scent, though I 
am inclined to think that the sound of tlie kill of the stone 
gives him some guidance as to distance. He then works the 
ground to and fro and backwards and forwards by scent ; 
not by any mean.s very systematically, for he often goes over 
the sam(‘ ground again and again. When the marked stone 
has merely been handled by me, he^pparently scents it as 
soon as he comes within about a foot of it. But when he hns 
brought it up in his mouth, and I throw it down again, he 
finds it much sooner, and scents it at a distance of about 
four feet. At this distance also he appears to sense the 
direction of the stone, for he turns rapidly and i)Ounces upon 
it. In one set of experiments I sent him down again and 
again after a marked stone, pitching it down a hundred feet 
f'»r so among the bushes directly he returned witii it. He thus 
brought it hack thirteen times in twenty minutes in broad day- 
light, and eleven times in the .same period on a moonlit night, 
the side of the hill being in shadow. So com[)let«:ly does 
h(* rely upon secant, that I cannot readily get him to fetch n 
..lone l>y sight. If I (lick a stone down with my stick on to 
a heap of talus well within his sight, so that I can, and he 
could, see wlnne it fell, he goes smelling over the hea[), hut 
kills to bring the stone. But if I set a stone rolling dow n 
with my stick, so that he follow’s it as it rolls, then he f. )]!(t\vs 
it by siglU and brings it to me. 'rhen^ can ))t‘- little doubt 
that sens(' data ()f olfactoiy ‘uigin, in many animals, lain* 
a more [)romifU‘nt position in the oigani/ation of sciva'- 
e.\perienc(? than they do in man. 

In the case of those animals — like the rabbit, loi examtile 
— where the eyes are so situated that they cannot combine 
in binoculai vision, one must suppose that the image whicli 
falls iij)on the most sensitive area, or yellow .spot, of o?ie e> e, 
5:ii;'^pcsts the focal impression; while lliat which falls on the 



THE SENSE-EXPERIENCE OF ANIMALS. 


t6i 

similar spot in the other eye is marginal to its conscious 
consi'ntienco. In them tlie binocular factor in sen>ini*; 
distance must l)o nhsejit, and distance must he senstal 
througli the synthetic correlation of retinal impulses and 
motor impulses of monocular acccmmiodatif.m. 'Idiis is how 
the man who has lost (me ey(‘ senses visual distance, aided 
of course by suggestions of relative size, the ('ffccts of liaze, 
and other such reprciltntative factors. It is certain tliat tlu^ 
binocular factor is not essential for the sensing of distance, 
for the chick, in which tliis factor is absent, s<jon strikes 
with great accuracy at a minute object. Still it is probably 
a great advantage. If you hold a cliamelcon on your linger 
near a fly, within striking distance with his long and flexible 
longue, he never strikes till both eyes converge upon the 
insect. The tip of the longue is practically shot out like a 
projectile, and the accuracy of correlation of sense data, and 
coordination ol‘ motor innpulses for the innervation of lh(' 
mus(des, are alike remaikablc. 

Nolliing is more admirable diau the skill of animals. 
One may wateb by the hour with ever renewed delight the 
marvellously dcTu'ate adjustments involved in the sailing 
flig.h.t of seagull-.. 1 once saw at the Ca[)!‘ a sealurd 
chasing another that liad secured a lisli. Hard-pressed the 
smaller bird dro[)ped ils prey, and with a swoo]) tlu^ other 
caught it in the air and sailed off with ils stolen nual. An 
American observer, IMr J. Lancaster, describes in the 
liyuj Naiuralist'"’' the followiiig scene. “A line specimen 
of the lish-havvk sw(;oped on a lish, which svjcn left ils 
native eleiiKMit and swung alcdt in the bird's talons. 'I'he 
liawk i;egan its lumu'ward journo^ . but now a new comer 
ai)p';ared upon the .scene. A bl u'k e.reature, which seemed 
all wing.s, dro])[)ed fiom alx /e and confronted the hawk, 
which at once I<H go it' prey and uL red a scream so 

Ft M-aiih 'juotcii i*’. A r'.’- r. V'>1. . amu. g. 
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])rimful of mortal terror as to excite one’s pity. 'The Iiavvk 
was not struck, and it made off in wild haste for shore. 
T he intruder was a frigate-bird, which seized the dropped 
fish in its beak long ere the prey reached tlie water, and 
then, with a sweep of exquisite grace, on tense wings, front 
ing a mild breeze, the corsair was lifted half a mile into the 
air. A bite was taken from the fish by a wringing motion 
of the ijird’s head, which sent the (^ircass whirling, d'he 
nic)rsel being swallowed, the bird, folding its wings tightly 
to its body, dropped swiftly after the fish, seized it, again 
swept upwards, and then the i^erformance was repeated till 
the meal was over.” ICvery motion of birds in thca'r flight 
is full of exquisite skill. Watch the swirlings of the swifts 
in the summer air; hundreds of insects, invisible to you, 
are being seized in a flight that is estimated at not less than 
a Inindrcd miles an hour. Many of my readers must have 
watched at the zoological gardens, the skill with which the 
daiter or snake bird {Plotus) pursues fish, and captures 
them beneath the water, in the large tank at the end of the 
fish house, or the skill with which the sea lion catches the 
morsels which the keeper throws him. I watched the otluT 
(lay the unfailing accuracy with which an Irish terrier 
followed, and invariably caught at full speed, a hall which 
his master flung fir him across lh(i open down; and I 
admired it all the more- because I had been teaching a fox- 
terrier lo do this, and knew that such skill is not to 
ac(;uired in a day or a week. One of th.e m'ost striking 
examples of combined intelligence and skill, and one whit h 
is rendered more striking by eontrasl, is the way in which a 
sheepdog works ihe relatively nnintcllig,('nt sliet.'p on a 
steep and broken mount. iin-sl(;pe. A\d]etlier w(‘ icgard llu‘ 
natural skill ijI wild animals, or the skill dumestieated 
animals display iindca Iniman guidance and for the servii e 
A M)aji, wt‘ cani’iol tail to admiic, il not to woiulcr. And 
•ai r ]l.ir> skill is unf]uislicnably a inatLoj of sense- 
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experience, it will be well to consider cnrefiiUy its 
psychological aspects. 

In the first jjlace it should be noticed that although, 
as we shall see more clearly in the next two chnjiters, skill 
is displayed in virtue of the possession of an organic 
mechanism which is inherited, and although the |)erform- 
ance of all the essential activities is founded on a basis of 
an innate automatisnij^'ct all the accurate finish and final 
touches of perfection are the result of individual acquisition. 
And it should be further noticed that this individual 
at'tpiisilion is something mon^ than and something otiier 
than the increased smoothness of workifig of a [liece of 
automatic mechanism. A new machine works better after 
It has been running for a while; but thi‘ j)erfecting oj 
animal skill is something more than this. 1 would ask any 
one who is inclined to doubt this, and lo regard animal 
activity as perfected automatism, to teach a dog to race 
after and catch a ball as it flies and bounds over a lawn. 
He will, if I mistake not, be forced to cronclude that the 
individual ac quisition of skill through practice is not merely 
an Increase in the smoothness of working of the automatic 
mechanism, but involves a delicate power of control over 
the motor apparatus. If we call this perfected automatism, 
we should remember that the automaton is one which jirofils 
by experience. And it is well to bear in mind that the words 
“automaton and “automatic’' arc used in two somewhat 
different senses. An automaton is defined as “a self 
moving marhinc,” and automatic as “having the power of 
moving itself.” If no\N wo lay stress on the se // we 
have one sense in which the word is used. In this siuisc 
i am quite ]jre]>arcd to regard lyself and animals as 
conscious automaUi. Hut if sticss he laid on the 
then the wonl aiilomatic a quires the connotation of 
nu‘chani('al unifcirmily of .'n’li(»n. In thi^' sensi? I do not 
legavd myself and animals as antu.uata li e, not mt* 
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to decide between these two uses. I shall, however, myself 
in this book use the words “automaton” and “automatic” 
in the sense in which they imply mechanical uniformity of 
lesponse. 1 shall speak in the next chapter of the just^ 
luitched chick as a little automaton, meaning thereby that 
in virtue of its organic nie<'hanisni it responds like an 
accurately made and nicely contiived machine to certain 
stimuli. And 1 shall use the v^rd “ automatism ” in 
antithesis U> conlrol. 'The automatic act may be accom- 
panted hy consc iousness, but the controlled act is p;uided by 
consf'iousness. And I think there can be no question that 
the perfecting of an act of skill is under the guidance and 
control of consciousness. 

'i'here are two la<'tors in the perfecting of skill, - the one 
is the nice correlation of sensory data; the other is the co 
ordination of motor impulses or of muscular adjustments, 
'rhe delicacy of this co-ordination, itself dependent on a 
like delicacy of correlation of sensory data, is seen in the 
])roducts of human art, in etching, engraving, wood carving, 
or violin playing. Nor is it only setai in th(i play of the 
more refined finger-muscles ; it is seen also in what we are 
apt to regard ns the coarser and grosser muscles of the 
trunk. "fhe cricketer, ihe bicyclisi, the gymnast; the 
angler, the archer, and the marksman at the rifle-butts ; all 
these illustrate the j)itch of accuracy which the co ordination 
f)f many and differently situated muscles may reach, bet 
us take the rifleman for further illustration. At a range of 
1000 yards, a deviation of the muzzle of the rifle by less 
than of an inch involves a deflection of the bullet when 
it hits th(‘ target of six inches from the ('cntre of the bull, 
d'he rifleman, we will suppose, is lying down prone, support- 
ing his eli)ow on the ground, and grasping the rifle, say 
halfway between the fulcrum, where the stock is held to 
the shoulder, and the free muzzle of the piece. \ deviation 
of the muzzle by jd,-, right involves, 
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therefore, a deviation of the hand hy half this aniuuiit, or 
^ of an inch. But the hand moves around tlie axis of 
tlie arm, and is carried at the end of a lever consisting of 
the fore arm from elhow to wrist, and this movement is 
effected, in the main, by muscles around the shoulder. A 
relatively small nKjvement of the point of insertion of ojie 
of these muscles [)ioduces a relatively large movement of the 
hand and wrist. Hence there is certainly no exaggeration - 
nay rather, we are probably far within the mark — in saying 
that the skilful marksman has his motor co ordination under 
rontiol to within the 300th if not the 1 000th part of an 
inch; and this in the play of muscles which would not 
generally be regarded as suscc[)tible of the highest delicacy 
of such c:0'ordination. Nor is the accuracy of co ordination 
more remarkable than the rapidity with which in some 
cases it is effected. Instance the violinist playing a rapid 
passage at sight, the swordsman whose life depends on 
accurate and ia[)id parry, or the cricketer at the wicket who 
has tiiade all the co ordinations necessary for cutting the 
ball in the second or so that elapses between its delivery 
and its reaching the crease. Or instance, in the animal 
world, the dog catching the liymg ball, or the swift swcet>ing 
down on minute insects. 

Such cases as those of the swordsman and the ( ricketei 
st'ive to bring oiu another feature in tierfccted skill, namely, 
the bUggestivc value, through the ovgani/ation of expeiiciice, 
of the initial stages of the action, the effects of which are t(j 
be met by the skill, and the ])ait peiluiinance of the answer- 
ing action in advam e. Shortly after the ball has left the 
hand of the bowler, the balsman is prc^uied to strike in a 
certain way. Of course, he is still on tlie alert ; for the ball 
may shoot, and this will necessitate a lapid and s[)ceial 
cv)-ordination. So, too, the swordsman knows from the first 
movement of his adversary's point what is likely to follow, 
and the antagonist he feaio inosl is thv master of newly 
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devised methods. And so, too, when wc watch two dogs 
iigliting, or two welhinatclicd cocks in a fanii-yaid, we see 
how every movement and every initial stage of attack are 
closely watched and call forth the answering movements, 
which are in turn not less closely watched by the antagonist. 

Now I suppose we may take it for granted that the ])er- 
fecting of skill under conscious guidance cannot be effected 
unlc.ss the net results of motor co ordination come within 
the ken of consciousness. Jlut, secng how delicate is the 
c(^ ordination of motor impulses, which must often be very 
numeious, it is at first sight somewhat remarkable that it is 
sc.ciningly only of the net results, scarcely at all, if at all, t)f 
the details, that consciousness is aware. 'Take, for example, 
the case of the ridcinan, which wc briefly considered. I 
d<nil)t wliethcr many marksmen could tell us, in the absence 
of experiment and observation specially directed to this end, 
whether the muscular adjustments, the net results of whicli 
he is consciously or subconsciously utilizing, occur mainly in 
the wrist, in the foiearm, in the upper aim, or in the 
shoulder. Perhaps the last muscles lie would think of 
particulaiizing are those around the shoulder-blade. But if 
he were wise ciuaigh to stale only what he acliiafly expeii- 
lie would piol »<ibly say, T am uuly aware generally 
t)f ceitain eficcLs upon the diicrtion of the rifle, 1 am 
unaware nf any ot the details of tlie [uocess.’' But though 
in practical experience we are unaware of these details, it is 
just tlicsc details which give accuracy to the gcucual adjiist- 
incnt ot the net results as a whole. And psychology must 
attempt to explain this seeming paiadox. 

Pel us tirst notice what a boon it is to consciousness that 
It has not to deal with all the details. How many muscles 
arc coneeinecl in maintaining a man in the erect position 
when he is standing at ease I do not proless to know. But 
I question whether there is a physiologist living who could 
give an accurate diagrammatic representation of the relative 
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intensity of the iniKMvation of, Id us say, ;i hundred of the 
most important of these muscles. And when a man, instead 
of quietly standing at eaJio, walks, or runs, or cuts a hall at 
ri icket, the duly graduated intensitites of the scries of innei va 
tions involved arc ciuite beyond our ]k>wx*is of descriptive 
atvalysis. And yet, what moie easy than to walk, or run, or 
even make a do( ent cut at cricket? It is a great boon that 
all the subtle details arc left to })hysiologieal co ordination, 
w'hilc consciousness is free to deal only with the net results, 
or grouj)S of co orditiations as wiiolcs ; that a number of 
physiological im[)ulscs coiis[)ire to form a single motor 
sensation. 

And the method employed by (onsciousness is the method 
of trial and erior. 'lake the case of the marksman. Hi.'. 
c)bjcrt is to find that motor adjustment wbi^'h shall produce 
cc'itain effects in his visual field, so that, tm a still day, the 
sights and the c'cmtre of the bull are in a right line. And 
when, by trial and the selection of the successful adjust 
nieiit, he reaches the desired result, he has to exercise 
control over the motor adjustment so as to prevent its 
falling away fnim accuracy. 'L’hat the net results of the 
motor adjustments are really felt, and ru ciirately felt, seems 
to be I'onclu.dvely shown fry such an eyperiment as the 
following. Stand hefote a target with a pistol. Having 
taken a \iew of Ihe targe t, shut the eye.s, raise tlic pistol, and 
tire. You wall ])erliaps In' surprised at the (omisaral ivr* 
aecuiat'y of your aim. \’oii have, however, tnxal too high, 
and to the h'ft. Fire again under similar conditions. \ on 
will find that you have collected, probably over-corteelcd, 
)oui previous enor. And this you could nut po.ssibly hav(! 
done unless lire net results of the motor adjustments had 
been rcqna'sented in <-orisciou.a. :.-^s with very consideraljle 
ac'miacy. 

\Yc are perhaps apt to he mi.dcd l>y the fact that motor 
adjustments, except for physiological and [isydiological 
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purposes, are seldom matters which we attempt to describe 
or explain to our neighbours, 'rinough language we come 
to live in .such a world of descrijUion and explanation, that 
we are in danger of fancying that what we do not deal with 
in these ways does not come into consciousness at all. Now 
it is one of the ('haracteristic peculiarities of skill, tliat ycju 
cannot effct lually describe or explain how the motor adjust- 
ments are to he made. J fence it comes that five minutes’ 
demonstration is worth moic than tiv^c hours’ talking wheie 
the object is to impart skill. It is of c(finparatively little use 
to describe or explain bow a skilled feat is to be accom- 
plished ; it is far more helpful to show how it is done. And 
wht-'n we do descaibe or explain, we do so, not iji terms of 
the m()t(>r adjustments themselves, but of (heir visiide (‘ffects. 
In leaching a buy to p»lay IfiUiauls, we mingle some deseiip- 
liv)n with our demonstralio)i : but wli;'i4 we dcscril)e is not 
llie motor adjustments, but th<.!r eh'ecfs. We say, 
your own bail here, inodeiatcly lend, aiui aim to hit llic n. d 
on (his elialk mark f made on it.” He l>lays, and fails. \Vc 
explain that the failuie was due to Ins sinking his tnvn Ixdl 

100 hat’d, and the ted too t'enirally and tully, and hid him 

tiy again. CliMdually, hy 'rial and he acapiiics the 

skill we would iinpait. (hit his attention has been lixed 
ilu’oughout on the efha is ol the motor adjusi ments, not on 
the inotcjr acijusimenis themsehes. IK' UDuld I'uul it 
exceedingly dil'tieuU to describe these nu)tor adjuslmenls as 
such. And he might even ianr.y, hivC some winiliy [leojile 
vviieiu 1 liave met, that they do not cnti;r tla- conscious field 
->( aii. MxjniiiJienl and (diseivation diieelet! to ih.at end 
would soon, however, convime him, if lie csr'. cl lo look in!(» 
tlie matter, that they aie not oiil> not iinieli, bia ihal tliey 
ate felt with an aecuiacy trial is somewhaJ suipiiMiig, dhhey 
rue, iunvcvcr, habiliialiy maiginal in < (uiscitjusness, and only 

101 jail poses ot psychol(;gical analysis are draggevl lihu llie 
foeu.3. 
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A good example of motor adjustments, whicli though 
iiiarginal are certainly not unfelt in their net results, is 
afforded by the production of the voice in singing. And 
here no description nor explanation is of much service. We 
sound or sini^ a note to a child. At hrst the attempts to 
reproduex; ll\e same note are perhat)S somewhat wild. 'The 
voice pitches now here now there, now too Iiigh and now 
too low. Thil after some aUem])ts, and often some sliding, 
the note is caught, ai^ is then held to with some steadiness, 
it the child have a musical car. (Gradually control is gained 
over the kuyngeal apparatus, until the visual stimuli of a 
vocal score suggest with accuracy and rapidity a setjuence <>1 
intervals, each of which involves a special motor adjustment. 
And these motor adjustments aie certainly not unfelt. 1 do 
not mean tneiely that the whole process of learning to sing 
at sight would be inexplicable if they wet e imfelt ; I mean 
that 1 personally feel them with great distinctness. If 1 am 
looking over some new songs in a music-shop, T (juite clearly 
fec^ die motor adjustments necessary for singing tlie notes 
set vlowii, though 1 do not murmur a sound. And if the 
song runs up beyor.d my v(H:al range, I have an unetnnfort- 
al)le strained sensation in the thioat. for eviry note I can 
sing I have a sej' uatc motor-sensatiuii ; and this sensation, 
ih )Ugh tor p^ycliology an uiidecomposafilc element in eon- 
sciousncj^s, is physiologically the net result of a great iiiimhLi 
e't imoiiises lioiii the several parts of the larynx. And the 
re qiiisilion of skill in singing at sight in\r)hes the nu e 
^oirelaliun of these motor sensations, with certain visual 
sensa<io,is due to stimuli from the \<ual siorc, and ceiiam 
,:u(htuiy ..'Cnsations which accompany the prothution the 
voice. Of ('uutsc this anal)sis is iiKomj»letc Motor 
: cnsaliuiis acrom[)anying the breathing, .ind the [)o.'>ition 
ot the tongue, li[)S, and mouth ^.ugans, require delicate 
cuirelatiun with the laryngeal and auditory .^ens.'lioiis ; and 
no doubt thei'c are Anther cul^sidiary co. uialioiib. 
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I have saiil so much concerning skill, l)C( aiisc, in the 
< orKiIati(jns it in\ulv(‘s, we Iiave some of the most delicate 
and ilnished results of the selective synthesis of sense- 
experience or consenliejn c. And I liave said so much 
concerning the human aspects of skill because it is necessary, 
in accordance with the method of intcr])retation adojjtcd in 
this work, to study the psychology of skill at first hand in 
order that we may infer what takes place in the minds of 
atiinials. 1 think there can be no eju^stion that the acqui- 
sition of perfected skill by the dog or the elephant, by the 
beaver, the swift, or tlie snake-bird, is effected in analogous 
^\ays to those by which it is effected in man, excepting in 
S(.) far as in man there is a cciLain amount of guidance by 
description and cx[)!anation. 'J'his factor is certainly absctit 
in animals. No one ever laiiglit a dog to [)erform the 
simplest trick by de.scribing or ex[)laining how it is done. 
Animals have to rely first on the internal promptings to 
satisfy hunger or other emotional affections; secondly, on 
parental guidance ; and thirdly, on the influence of what 
has been termed tradition -that is, the continuity of habit 
in a community. Animals which live in herds, packs, or 
Hocks, are born into a community whic:b perform certain 
actiotis in certain ways, and through imitation of these 
traditional proceedings they have a strong tendency U) a( I 
in like manner. But the acquisition of skill, however 
piompted, is essentially tin* individual perfeeting under 
conscious conirul, of activities, the basis of wijich 
is an inliciited aptitude. This perfecling involves the 
('orrelation of sense data, visual, auditory, olfactory, and so 
forth, on the one hand, and motor on the other hand; and 
it is furthermore inexplicable in the absence of motor- 
scnsatioi\s which enter, if only marginally, into the ficdd of 
conscious experience. 

It is through skill, and tlie application of skill, that 
animals deal so successfully with their environment. P'or 
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when skill lias been acijiiired its application is tiascd on 
association under the varied and varying conditions 
of sense-experience. The ajiplicat ion is essentially a 
practical matter in accordance with the needs and rccpiire- 
inents of a life that is full of vicissitudes. Ty the more 
intelligent animals every favourable association is utilized 
and becomes a factor in the further development of e.xperi- 
ence. In future chapters the nature and range of intelligent 
adaptation to circimistanccs will come under our notice and 
will receive fuller illustration. All such intelligent adapta- 
tion falls within the range of sense experience, which deals 
with sense-data of all kinds, and correlates them for the 
purposes of practical guidance, thu.s enabling the animal to 
carry out its life-activities and to meet the varying exigencies 
of a coiitf)lcx environment. 

In conclusion, it sliould he reuienihcrcd that both in the 
delicacy of their sensory endowment and in the ability to 
deal with that environment by sense-experience, animals are 
])robably iti sonic respects distinctly in advance of man. 
A/itness the delicacy of the sense of smell in some animals 
enabling them to do that which no man could do so well. 
1 think it not at all improbahlc that their |)owcis of rapid 
llight in the Inc medium of the air have mdui.cd in birds a 
delicacy and high spc('ializalion of the sense of diiection of 
the movements of tlic body as a whole, of which wc slow 
lieaders of the ground can scarcely form any conception. 
And this [)cihap.s is a lactor in that most difficult and com- 
]'lcx cpiestion, — one that involves a good deal more than 
ii' Anict only, —I mean the inigiation of birds. Very possibly 
our own endowment, in this sense of diiection ofmovement, 
is very degenerate ; still more firohabiy we civilized folk do 
not make much use of the sensory endowment that wc have, 
relying rather on our knowledge through spatial perceptions 
and conceptions than on our native powers of sense- 
e.xperiencc. Savages who in their daily life make more use 
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of these native powers, and explorers who are led by circum- 
stances to cultivate these powers, have a sense of direction 
that the city clerk has allowed to lie dormant and unused. 
He does nut cultivate the delicate use of his inembranous 
labyrinth, with its semi-circular canals. Animals do culti- 
vate the use of this sense-organ, and t)robably elements 
contributed thereby enter into the organised and correlated 
held of sensc-expci icncc in a way at which wc can but dimly 
guess. ^ 
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CHAPTER XI. 

AUTOMATISM AND CONTROL. 

m 

W E have already learnt that from all i)arts of the 
surface of the hotly, — ^from eye, ear, nose, and 
palate, from the muscles, joints, and internal viscera, there 
run nerves — ingoing or afferent nerves — which are in direct 
connection with the spinal cord and the brain. 'I'hese 
nerves are the channels along which impulses may be Irans 
rnittcd to the nerve-centres. Within these nerve-centres 
molecular disturbances arc thereby caused, as the result of 
which further impulses are transmitted down other nerve ; 

-outgoing or efferent nerves — to muscles, which are thus 
siimulaled to contraction ; or to glands, which are stimulated 
to secretion. It is generally believed, as the result of many 
ol)scrvations and e.xpcriments, that cons( iousness is not 
associated with the transmission of impulses along the 
nerves ; but that when the molecular thrill reaches the 
brain, or some part of it, ihere^ under appropriate conditions, 
consciousness emerges. 

The group of structures consisting of (1) afferent nerve, 
witii its sensory termination, (2) nerve-centre, and (3) 
efb rent nerve, with its motor or oth.er termination, is spoken 
of as the arc. It is called into activity by a stimulus 

aptjlital to the sensory teriniration of the afferent nerve, 
and LliC motor or other result of its activity is sjjoken of as 
the response. The response is always more or less complex, 
involving the balanced and nicely regulated action of several, 
often many, muscles. And it is clear that the balanced 
action of several muscles must be due to the transmission to 
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them of separate impulses duly graduated in intensity. The 
graduation of the outgoing impulses, as the result of the 
rcia'ipl of incoming impulses, is effected in and by the 
ne rve centre, and is spoken of as co ordi)uitio7i \ and this 
coordination may or may not be accompani('d by conscious 
control. It is with the nature and the relations of co- 
ordination and control that we have to deal in this cha[)ter. 
but we must deal with them in merc^outline, and, so to 
speak, diagramniatically. 'I’he physiology of the question is 
difficult and full of teclmicalities ; and to a large extent it is 
external to, though closely bordering on, psychology. Un- 
fortunately, too, tile exact relations of pliysiological processes 
to the states of consciousness which we experience are still 
oliscure and in large degree conjectural. I can only give 
the view which appears to me the most probable and that 
whicli is in best accord wuth known facts, not a tithe of 
which can be here adduced. 

There can be little or no question that what one may 
term the groundwork of co-ordination is a matter of in- 
herited organic structure in the nerve-centres. Hence, not 
infrcMpicntly, co-ordinated rcsi^onses to stimuli are tolerably 
jK'rfect at or very soon after birth. In all the higher 
mammals the exceedingly complex .series of motor o[)erations 
concerned in .sucking and swallow’ing is at birth [lerformcd 
with sufficient exactitude to ensure the continuance of life. 
The little pig, or ihc baby hippopotamus, ( an very soon run 
about with surprising assurance. The human infant, though 
it is s(; much mcjrc hel])l(^ss, clings to your fingers with 
tenacious and well regulated grip, and will hang suspended 
for a coujde of mimUes. Kven the snoe/e with which 
it greets the world, its crie.s, and the seemingly aimless 
movenumts ot' its limlis involve co-ordination more. or less 
perfect. 

It is, however, especially in those young birds which, like 
the ( hick, undergcj prolonged development within the eeg, 
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and are hatclied in a fairly advanced state of organic 
development, that inherited co-ordination of response is 
shown in its most marked form. If a chick, hatche d out in 
an incubator, be kept secluded from the w(;rld for twenty 
four hours or so and then be placed under observation, it 
will “ clicet),” walk, and peck with fair but not coinijlcle 
a('cnracy at crumbs or bits of white of egg. If a fly with 
clipped wings be placed before it the chick will follow and 
p(‘ck at it, catching it perhaps at the sixth or seventh peck 
and swallowing it. If water be placed before the chick in 
a shallow tin it will perhaps lake no notice; but if it be 
induced to pee k at something in the water, it will lift its 
head in the peculiar way fowls have when they drink, 'i'ht.* 
stimulus of water in the beak gives rise to a very special 
CO ordinated response involving a great number of muscles. 
Now in this and other such actions, the first tune each is 
performed^ the chick would seem to be a little aiitornaton,- 
no doubt a conscious automaton in so far ns the performance 
of the activity in question is accompanied by conscion.sness, 
but none the less an automaton in the sense tliat it i)crrorms 
the action merely in virtue of its living organic structure, 
because it is a piece of beautifully delicate, mechanism, 
d'he action is automatic as opposed to coni rolled. For it does 
not s<"em possible for control to be cxcrci.sed over an activity 
in the absence of any experience of the nature of that 
activity. It may indeed be suggested that ancestral ex- 
peric ncti of tlie ])eiTormancc of such activities may be 
inheaited by the chick. Ihil I hold that the hypothesis 
of inherited e\i)erienc(‘. is nnsuppoited by evidence and 
unnecessary, sinci; the facts mrq, ho more sinq)ly explained 
on the view I am here.* advuc'ating. W’hal is inherited is 
organi(‘ striuliire filling the organism for liu: aiiloinaiic j)cr- 
formance of complex activilies, the <'0 «)rdinatioji of whicJi is 
mculerately accurate fr<»m the first. 'I’he initial [HaformaiK c 
of the activity is, however, acf'dinpauicd hy consciousness ; 
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and Iiere we have the primary basis in experience for the 
siiljseqiient control of the activity in question. 

For no one can watch the development of chicks or oilier 
young animals during the early days of their life, without 
obtaining abundant evidence of control. Chicks, for ck- 
ample, at first peck indiscriminately at almost everything 
that catches their eye, notably at tlieir own excrement. J5ut 
this is bitter or unpleasant to thcm.ia And you may watch 
the stages of gradual avoidance of pecking at this material, 
ranging from mere hesitation to complete neglect. Lady- 
birds are at first picked up, and then drojjped with some 
comical wiping of the bill on the ground ; very soon they 
are left quite untouched, and apparently unnoticed. These, 
though simple cases, arc examples of activities under control 
as the result of experience. And while nasty things arc thus 
avoided, nice things are seized with increasing avidity and 
eagerness. Here, in fact, we have in simple expression that 
which is the essential feature of control, the inhibition of 
activities which arc distasteful and associated with discom- 
fort, and the conscious reinforcement of activities wliich are 
olcasurable and lead to satisfactory results. 

The question now arises : Can wo distinguish between 
nerve-centres w’liose function is the automatic co ordination 
of activities, and other nerve-centres which are associated 
with the function of control ? With a view to finding an 
answer to this cpicstion, let us run briefly over some of tlie 
chief features of the anatomical structure of the central 
nervous system. In the first ])lacc, there is the spinal coid, 
lying within and protected by the arches of the vertebral 
column. Communicating with it there are a number of 
spinal nerves, each of which just before joining tlie cord 
divides into two so-called r(»ols, of wliicli one, that neart r 
the mid-line of the back, contains the afferent fibres ; while 
the other, or ventral root, is comjioscd of efferent fibres. 
The cord Itself consists of right and left halves, connect(xi 
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cat’h with the other by narrow central bridges of nervous 
matter. The essential structures in each half are, — First, an 
internal nervous tangle of delicate fibrils, some of wliich are 
connected with conspicuous nerve cells, the tangle and the 
cells constituting the grey matter. This is to be regarded as 
a series of connected co-ordinating centres, but whether the 
conspicuous cells are mainly instrumental in co-ordination, 
or whether their function is chiefly that of maintaining in 
due order the nutritidh of the nerve-fibres and fibrils, is an 
unsettled point. Secondly, external to the grey matter are 
longitudinal tracts of fibres running up and down the cord, 
one of which lying on the dorsal side may, for reasons which 
will shortly appear, be particularized. It is termed the pyra 
midal tract. This and other tracts constitute the so-called 
wliite matter of the cord. Thirdly, there are the bridges of 
nervous matter connecting the two halves of the spinal cord. 

'fraced uiiwards, the cord ext)ands at the base of the 
skull to form the lowest part of the brain, termed the bulb 
or nedulla oblongata. Here the internal grey matter, of 
increased size, and, external to it, the white matter, are still 
recognizable ; the pyramidal Ir.art is conspicuous, and to a 
large extent crosses over, right to left and left to right. 
Above tne bulb, lying between it and the large cerebral hemi 
spheres, is a complex series of nerve-centres with tracts of 
fibrou:- white matter, which it must suffice for us to group 
together as the “lower brain centres.'" Here and in the 
bulb are the centres in association with the optic nerve and 
with the cranial nerves coming from tongue, palate, ear, and 
the skin of the face; and going to the muscles of eye, 
tongue, and jaws, and to the larynx, lungs, heart, and 
stomach. But these only form a small proportion of the 
grey matter of these centres. A far larger proportion is 
, composed of a nervous tangle, eotu erned, as we .shall pre- 
sently sec, with the co-ordination of activities, unci receiving 
from all parts ot the coni ascending or afferent impulses by 

M 
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:i spc('ial trad, tlie so-calli‘(l “ median ])0.slerior tract.’' 
through these lower [)arts of the brain run strands of fibres 
continuous witli those to which allusion has more than once 
been made as constituting the pyramidal tract. 

The highe.st brain-centres are the (‘erebral hemispheres. 
'I’liese, as one of our greatest living physiologists has said, 
seem to stand at)art from the rSl of the brain. I'hey are 
connected by tracts of fibres with the lower brain-ccnlres, 
iiuTuiing the cerebellum ; while ihc?^ cortex, consisliiig of 
grey matter formed of a nervous tangle with nerve cells, 
is directly connected with the before mentioned pyramidal 
tract. I'liis tract consists entirely of outgoing or motor 
fibres, and by its means the cerebral cortex is in direct 
connection with tlic centres associated with tliose cranial 
nerves which are motor in function, and with the centres of 
the spinal nerves throughout the whole length of the cord. 
These facts, then, have especially to be noticed with regard 
to the careliral hemispheres ; first, that they stand to some 
extent a[)art from the rest of the central nervous system ; 
and, secondly, that though there seems to be no direct con 
neclion between the sensory nerves and the cerebral cortex 
(such connection being indirect through the intervention of 
lower brain-centres), there i.s by means of the pyramidal 
tract, a direct connection between the cerebral cortex and 
tlur motor-centres of both cranial and spinal nerves. In 
view of these facts, the following hypothesis suggests itself: 
--that the spinal cord and lower brain centres afford tlu^ 
ioeeh:mism of lo ordination ; ihvTl from this meduinism 
impulses pa^s u])war(ls to the cerebral Viemispheres whicli 
constitute the organic mechanism for control ; and that tlii , 
control is brought to bear directly on the motor centres b) 
means of the pyramidal tract- The diagrammatic repre- 
sentation of the nervous system given in Fig. ii is drawn 
in accordance with this view. The cerebral hemispheres at 
the top of the figure arc separated off from the rest of the 
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nervous system, and the pyramidal tract is separated from 
the rest of the spinal cord. It should be noted that this 
tract is relatively most marked in man ; it is less well 
developed in the monkey, still less in the dog, and is 
scarcely if at all recognizable in the lower vertebrates. It is 
probable, however, that in all cases there is some direct 
motor communication between the cerebral hemispheres, or 
mechanism of control, and the several motor centres of the 
mechanism of co-ordinafion. 

We must now briefly consider how 
far known facts of observation tend to 
bear out this hypothesis. In the frog, 
the cerebral hemispheres may be re- 
moved without killing the animal, which 
may be kept alive for a prolonged period if ft 

after the operation. Such a frog may ^ 1 ^ 

t)erform all the necessary and usual ^ t /t 

bodily movements almost or quite as ^ 

well as an unmutilated animal. The re- ^ 

moval of the cerebral hemispheres does a— . fi 

not seem to have materially modified 

the mechanism of automatic co-ordina 1 1 .;. 

tion. The frog wi;l eat when food is 

placed in its mouth, will even catch and ^ f^Kffnent 

s^vallow .lies whi..h come into its neigh- 

boiirhood. If laid on its back it will, betireen tl:e 4?;/r7' brain- 
after a few struggles, regain its natural 
position If stimulated, it will crawl, and p p a/v the. jib>c^ 

leap, a>><l avoid conspicuous obstacles. 

If thrown into water it will swim kemispherts through the 
vigorously and for a long period, md 

will crawl out on a piece of wood or on of the bmin or the spinat 
the sides of the pool. Placed on a 
board, it will sit up in the usual attitude ; but when the 
board is so tilted that the body is thrown out of equilibrium, 
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the frog will crawl up so avS to rcacli a secure position. By 
constantly moving the board, the animal may be kept on the 
move for an indefinite period. If its flanks be gently stroked 
the frog will croak, answering to this stimulus with mechanical 
regularity. In all respects the frog appears to be a responsive 
automaton, with definite and accurate powers of co-ordina- 
tion. But all voluntary control of action appears to have 
been removed. The animal seems ^iiite incapable of profit- 
ing by experience. If left to itself, it will remain squatting 
on the same spot until it dies. 

In warm-blooded animals the effects of the removal of the 
cerebral hemispheres are more serious, and it is less easy to 
keep them alive. In birds, however, when they survive the 
shock, a drowsy sleepy condition follows the operation. They 
assume a natural position, and only move therefrom on the 
application of a stimulus. This sleepiness may pass by, and 
the bird may walk about restlessly and aimlessly, just as thefrog 
swims when it is placed in water. A pigeon, so deprived of 
its cerebral hemispheres, will turn out of her course to avoid 
an obstacle ; but it makes no difference whether the obstacle 
is an inanimate body, a cat, a dog, a bird of prey, or another 
individual of the same species. She is sensitive to sounds 
as such, but it matters not whether the sound be the cooing 
of a mate, the rattling of peas, or the call-whistle which 
suggests feeding-time to its uninjured companions. 'l'l\e 
male pays no attention to the hen ; the mother takes no 
notice of her young. On the whole, then, the observations 
which have been made seem to justify the view that by the 
removal of the cerebral hemispheres the bird has been 
deprived, not of its power of co-ordination, but of its power 
of voluntary control. And the observations that have been 
made on mammals, during the short time that they survive 
the operation, do not tend to negative but rather to support 
the view that the loss of the cerebral hemispheres involves 
loss of voluntary control but not loss of adapted co-ordina 
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lion. Automatism remains, out of ability to profit by 
experience there is little or no evidence. 

If we thus regard the cerebral hemispheres as constituting 
the organic mechanism of control, and the pyramidal tract 
as the channel by means of which control is brought to bear 
on lower centres of co-ordination, we must also unquestion- 
ably regard the apparatus as delicately differentiated, and 
the diiferentiations as transmitted by inheritance. Much 
admirable physiologic^ research has been of late years 
directed to the mapping out of the motor control centres in 
the cerebral hemispheres. 'Fhese are often spoken of as 
motor centres, but the use of the phrase control centres 
more accurately suggests their true function. It is note- 
worthy that the stimulation of the appropriate centres calls 
into play not merely muscular contractions but co-ordinated 
motor activities. And there can be little question that each 
centre, either through different nerve-fibres or more probably 
through the same fibres, has a two-fold function, — that (;f 
cnfoicement of the activity, and that of inhibition or chec k 
ing of the activity. How this inhibition is effected is a 
difficult physiological problem, which does not concern us 
here. Nor do the details of the mapping of the centres in 
the cerebral cortex concern u.s. This is a matter of brain- 
j>hy.siology, not of psychology. There is, however, one 
physiological, or rather anatomical, observation which, if it' 
be confirmed, is of great interest from the psychological 
point of view. It is slated that in the brain of the newly- 
born infirm, while the fibres running iq) from the lower 
brain-( cnircs to the cerebral hemispheres and those running 
from the cojrtex to the pyramidal tract are already developed, 
the “association fibres — that is to say the fibres running in 
the cerebral hemispheres from centre to centre — are not de- 
veloped but are established in the individual after tiie brain 
has entered upon its duties and its functional activity. This 
anatomical observation accords with the psychological view 
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that the association of ideas is a matter of individual 
establishment, and is not, at any rate in its details, a matter 
of inheritance. 

On the hypothesis which is here adopted, the animal 
which is deprived of its cerebral hemispheres is a mere 
automaton ; and the question arises whether, under these 
abnormal conditions, it is a conscious automaton. The 
answer to this question is, and is likely to remain, wholly 
conjectural. I shall assume thaf it is an unconscious 
automaton,^ and adopt the hypothesis that consciousness is 
associated with the molecular disturbances which take place 
in the cerebral hemispheres. My reason for taking this view 
is that, as it seems to me, the primary aim, object, and pur- 
pose of consciousness is control. Consciousness in a mere 
automaton is a useless and unnecessary epi-phenomenon. 
As will be seen in a later chapter, however, I am very far 
from denying that some dim foreshadowing of that which 
we know as consciousness is an accompaniment of the 
functional activity of r/// nerve centres. But I think that wc 
may well regard this as lying in the infra conscious region of 
our psychical < uive, and therefore as extra-marginal to the 
held of (Jiir ui dinary consciousness. T assume then that in 
us and ill the higher animals (vertebrates) consc iousness i - 
assoc iated with the functional activity of the cerebral 
hcniisj)licrcs. 

Let us now go back to our little chick that jiecks more or 
less aiiluniatically at sonic* white unpleasant substance, but, 
finding it distasteful, ( iict ks after a few trials the nii;tor 
activities involved in [leckingand leaves the substance alone. 
And lei us endeavour to lepiresent in a diagram the manner 
in which such control may be brought to bear. It must be 
remembered that this is a diagram and nothing more, and if 
at first sight it looks somewhat complex we must remember 
that the probabilities are that it errs, among other things, 
in being almost absurdly too simple. In the diagiaiu the 
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rtu'chral heimspliercs arc as bcfoic represented, for purposes 
of illustration, as separated from the lower l)rain centres 
which lie beneath, and the t)yranudal triiet is als(j separated 
off from the rest of the nervous system. It is so drawn to 
emphasize the hypo- 


thesis that the me- 
chanism of control is 
distinct from the me- 
chanism of automatit^ 

CO ordination. d'he 
tirst stage of the t)ro* 

( CSS is the recetition 
(jf a retinal stimulus. 
This gives rise to an 
afferent impulse by 
which the centres for 
the co-ordination of 
the activity of peck 
ing are thrown into 
adiviiy, a.f; die result 
of whi('h the efieient 
iiii[aiises foi that 

action leave th (oid 
.iL the low'cr pait o! 
t!ie diagram. 'fhis 

is the primary result 
of the stimulus. lUil 
there is a secondaiy 
re h. The impulse 
not only sets in mo 
1 ion the co-ordinating 
apparatus, hut (pro- 
bably through the 
fibres knnw’n as the 
“ o[}lic radiation ”) iho'W 


.C 
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in the cerebral hemispheres. So much for the results 
of the retinal stimulus. The action of pecking now 
takes place. But this activity stimulates a number of 
afferent fibres, giving rise to what is termed in the 
diagram a pecking stimulus, and the impulses thus started 
probably again have two results. In the first place, they 
may have a direct influence on the centres for auto- 
matic co-oidinalion ; and secondly, th^ throw into activity 
the cerebral centres M, which are a^ociated with motor 
consciousness, or the consciousness of the action of pecking 
which is taking place. Now there probably already exist 
in the hemispheres inherited and well-established connections 
between the centres of motor consciousness and the control 
centres of that particular activity. Hence the control centre 
is thrown into activity, and through the pyramidal tract 
either enforces or inhibits the continuance of the activity. 
We have now three centres in the cerebral hemispheres 
thrown into activity in rapid succession, the visual centres 
V, the centres of motor consciousness M, and the control 
centre. And here we must call to our aid the fact, which 
psychologically is unquestionable, of association. The states 
of consciousness concomitant with the activities of V, of M, 
and of the control centres, if such theie be, thereafter tend 
to be suggested in the order of their primary occurrence. 
And this we must represent on our diagram by connecting 
lines between V, M, and the control centre. 

But in the case under consideration, the action of pecking 
causes the chick to seize something that has an unpleasant 
and bitter taste, so that we have following rapidly upon the 
retinal stimulus and the pecking stimulus a taste stimulus. 
This again probably gives rise to impulses which first take 
effect directly upon the mechanism of automatic co-ordina- 
tion, l)iit which also throw into activity the sensory centres 
for taste T in the cerebral hemispheres. The sequence is 
so rapid that probably all four centres in the hemispheres, 
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the visual centres, the taste centres, tlie c entres of motor 
consciousness, and the control centre, arc all in a state of 
molecular disturbance at the same time, and thus all become 
associated each with the other. But the consciousness 
which is concomitant with the activity of 1" is un[)lcasant and 
distasteful, and the effect of T upon the control centre will 
therefore be inhibitive. And even supposing that the effects 
of V and of M upoi^the^ control centre are slightly augmen- 
tative, and tend in some degree to enforce the activity, still 
the strongly inhibitive effect of 'B will prevail and the activity 
will be checked. 

Such, in brief, is the way in which, in a very simple case, 
control may perhaps be brought to bear upon the mechanism 
for automatic co ordination. All such schemes must, how- 
ever, be regarded as the merest diagrams, and of little value 
save as 5;howing the kind of way in which control is 
analomiccdly or physiologically possible. There must, of 
c(uirse, be nothing in them which contradicts known facts, 
aiutomical, pliysiological, or psychological. And this, I 
vei ture to hope, i^; the case with the scheme here given. 

It is well to restrict the term reflex aciion to that which is 
performed through the instrumentality of the mechanism for 
automatic co-ordination, and of this alone. Thus the first 
peck resulting from a retinal stimulus is a [irimary reflex 
a<'tion. I am aware that some eminent physiological psycho- 
logists are Avont to urge that all cerebral activity “partakes 
of the nature of” or “may be reduced to the type of” reflex 
action. And if anything which involves a nervous circuit be 
termed reflex action, this is logical enough. But on the 
view I am here , advocating it is well to restrict the term 
reflex action to that which is a matter of animal automatism, 
and thus to mark and emphasize the distinction lictween 
this and the higher process of control. It is probable, 
Jiowcver, that control serves to modify and impress new 
characters on the automatic responses of the co ordiiiating 
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mecbaiiisin. Control involves, and probably always involves, 
a double circuit, — the lower rellex circuit and the hic;her 
control circuit. AVhen during the life, and especially the 
early life, of the individual, the lower reflex circuit is con- 
stantly aided and enforced, or at any rate uniformly per- 
mitted, by the control circuit, it will become thereby the 
iiKjre firmly established ; where it is inhibited, it will lend 
by disuse to disapi)ear as a reflex ; and where it is modified, 
certain elements of the activity being feinfi^rced and others 
checked, it will tend to persist in this modified form. 
Control may then be withdrawn, and the co-ordinating 
aj)j)aratus left to carry on the activity in its modified form. 
Thus are habits formed, and a whole class of activities 
known as secondary reflex actions are established. Such 
habits will carry with them the purposive nature impressed 
upon them by the control under whicli they have taken 
form. Suppose, then, a pigeon, in which such habits have 
been established, be the subject of the operation of I he 
renio\al of the cerebral hemi.sphcrcs, the results of their 
educating influence on the automatic mechanism will remain 
though tliey arc themsclvc.s rcmove<l. Hence the indi- 
viduality of habit might still remain to some degree in the 
mutilated bird; and such residue (>f habit, individually 
acijuired, would not in any way invalidate the view that the 
cerebral hemispheres arc the sole control-centres, and the 
sole organ of consciousness. What would invalidate this 
view is evidence going to sIkuv that the heiuisphereless 
animal is able to jirofit by c\j>etien(X* and can be cdiu ated. 
If we cliininale the improvement of condition in the patient, 
due to the gradual recovery from the shc;ck of the opeiation, 
sucli evidence does not appear to be at present forthcoming. 

We may now turn to some of the more essentially psycho- 
logical asjiects of the scheme that has above been presented, 
't he slates of consciousness that ac<:oin[)any the activity of 
tile eenlies V, M, and 'I' have a two f<»ld aspect, lii the 
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first place, they are symbolic of occurrences in the environ- 
ment which affect the organism through the afferent nerves. 
From this aspect we have already considered them, in what 
has been said concerning impressions. In the second place, 
they carry with them what is figuratively spoken of as a 
“tone” of pleasurable or painful feeling. Frimitivcly, and 
in the lower organisms, control is determined by the pre- 
dominance of pl^surable or painful tone in the sensory 
centres which are at any time conspiring to influence the 
centres of control. For man, in so far as he is a reflective 
being who frames ideals of conduct, this statement is too 
crude, and is contradicted by experience, unless we extend 
the meaning of the words “pleasurable” and “painful” in a 
way that can scarcely be regarded as satisfactory, 'fhis 
matter, however, we must also defer for future consideration. 
Here it will be sufficient to generalise the statement above 
made, and to say that the nature of control is determined 
by the predominant emotional tone in the sensory centres 
which are conspiring to influence the centre of control. 

Now, is there any other kind or aspect of consciousness 
besides these two — (i.) that which is symbolic of occur 
rences which affect the afferent nerves, and (2.) that which 
may be described as the accompanying emotional tone ? Do 
we, in enumerating all the elements of consciousness whi< b 
fall under these two categories, exhaust k) the full the con 
tents of the curve of consciousness? Different schools of 
])sychologists give very different answers to these (jucstions. 
According to one school, in addition to the sensory eleinenis 
and those of feeling, there is a third and rpiite distinct kind 
01 aspect of consciousness, to which the name volition is 
given. According to the other school, there arc no primary 
volitional elements. The phenomena attributed to volition 
may, they contend, be readily rc.sclvcd into sensory elements 
accompanied by tone of feeling. It nas, for example*, been 
recently advanced, that what we term volition is sulhcienlly 



i'6^ INTRODUCTION TO COMTARATIVE VS^CilOLOCY. 

described as a mental picturing of an activity to be per- 
formed, followed by the actual experience erf the carrying-out 
of the activity so pictured. To this* a disciple of the 
volitional school would reply, that though the description is 
fairly accurate so far as it goes, it nevertheless quietly 
ignores, without disproving, the volitional element. He 
would probably indicate its inadequacy in the case of the 
volitional 7wn-performance of a suggest'd activity ; and 
would contend that, in any case, he finds in his own ex^ 
perience something quite different from sensory elements or 
elements of feeling, namely, a consciousness of control 
according as the activity in question is enforced or sup- 
pressed. Without presuming to decide between these 
schools, I may point out the fact that, if there be primary 
volitional elements, if, that is to say, the will be a matter of 
experience and not a complex product of reflection, 
this may, in accordance with our scheme, be due to the fact 
that there is a distinct type of consciousness accompanying 
//ie functional activity of the control centres themselves. 

Merely throwing this out as a suggestion, and without 
offering at present any opinion as to the probabilities one 
way or the other, U‘t us now i^nxxxd to correlate a iittlc 
more clearly and definitely the physiology and the psycho- 
logy of control. Physiologically, the activity of the control 
centre is at any moment determined by the impulses reach- 
ing it from the several centres in the cerebral hemispheres 
which have been thrown into a state of molecular disturb- 
ance by a stimulus. Psychologically, these molecular dis- 
turbances are, or are accompanied by, those sensory and 
emotional elements which contribute to form states of con- 
sciousness. Now let us suppose that consciousness is fully 
occupied with the nice control of some important bodily 
activity. T hen, since the total content of consciousness in 
any given moment constitutes the empirical me of that 
moment, it is clear that this empirical / controls the activity 
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in question. In automatic acts, in so far as they are ac- 
companied by consciousness, such consciousness is a mere 
spectator, ])Ut in controlled activities consciousness is more 
than a spectator — it takes the helm and guides. And con 
scioiisness is free to guide in accordance with the laws of its 
inherent nature, save in so far as it is thwarted by some 
external constraint. In the free-will controversy, which we 
cannot enter into here, much confusion often arises from a 
failure to distinguish between the real freedom of the indi- 
vidual to control his activities in accordance wn’th the laws 
of his inherent nature, and a supposed freedom to transcend 
these laws. But what we have to notice here is that, as a 
matter of psychology, motor control over the bodily activities 
is a function of, and is determined by, that complex state of 
consciousness which we call the empirical me. 

There is another aspect of control — and one of great 
importance in psychology — which we must now briefly con- 
sider. We may fitly introduce it by asking the question : — 
How far can control be exercised over the attention ? We 
may describe attention as the bringing of something to the 
focus of consciousness, and the holding it there. In the 
chapter on Suggestion and Association, we considered at 
sufficient length the manner in which impressions and ideas 
are brpught to the focus. Now, with regard to impressions, 
of which we may take visual impressions as the type, there 
is a large amount of motor adjustment necessary in order to 
make and to hold an object focal : and this is undoubtedly 
under definite and accurate control in the sense in which we 
liave throughout been using this word. Suppose we thus 
make focal a distant church spire in the midst of a visual 
scene. Although the details of the adjustment are carried 
nut by the lower centres, the fixing of the eyes on just that 
particular object, and making it focal, is a matter of con 
scious cerebral control. But now, suppose that subsequently 
under other circumstances, sitting peihaps in our armchair, 
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ail image or idea of the chniTli s]^irc is hroiiglil to the focus 
through assoc iation. JIow fai aic wc able to hold it then', 
and in what way is control exercised in this case? I 
suppose it is a matter of universal experience, that we 
can not retain it in the focus as idea, with anything like the 
same ease with which we could retain it as impression. We 
may, for our present purpose, neglect such facts as that not 
improbably, while the idea is in the fociis,^he control centre 
which was concerned in focussing it as an impression is 
thrown into sub-dominant activity ; and that the appropriate 
motor adjustments may in some cases he actually made, the 
eyes being focussed as if for the reception of the im]:)ression, 
and thus appearing to an onlooker to lie fixed on vacancy. 
These .'juljsidiary matters we may neglect, that wc may 
emphasize the essential (juestion : --Can the cerebral hemi- 
spheres which exercise control over the lower automatic 
centres exercise control also over their own activity? In 
other words. Can they exercise control over their owm 
sensory centres, and thus modify or guide the flow of ideas? 

Before attempting to answer these questions, let us clearly 
remember the sense in which we have employed the term 
“control,” It is motor control, control over the mechanism 
of automatic activity, that w^e have been dealing with 
throughout. And w'e have just seen that in attention, as 
directed towards impressions, there is this control over the 
motor apparatus concerned in focussing. But when we ask 
whether we can exercise control over the flow of oijr ideas, 
it is clear that w'c are no longer speaking of direct motor 
C(Uitrol, The only possible way in which w'C can have 
motor control over ideas, is through the regulation of the 
vascular supply of the sensory centres in the cerebral hemi- 
spheres. It is just possible tliat this may take place. It is 
w’cll knowm that the supply of blood to the various organs 
and parts of organs is regulated to a nicety, for the most 
part through the intervention of the automatic mechanism 



AUT9^tATISM AND CONTROL, TQT 

-It is also wrll known that tlie functional activify of any part 
is cnhaiiLcd, within normal and natural limits, by inci cased 
blood supply. And though as a rule, in most peoi)le, the 
regulation of the calibre of the blood capillaries is not in 
the least degree subject to conscious control, it is at least 
physiologically conceivable that there are in the cerebral 
cortex control centres for the vascular supply of tlio sensoiy 
centres within the hemisidiercs, and that through them the 
activity of the centres may be increased, and the ideas 
therein rendered more vivid and lasting. 'I’liere is at 
j>rcsent no definite evidence that this is the case. 

Is there, tlien, any control of the cerebral hernisplieres 
over tlui activity of their own sensory centres? We shall do 
well, jicrliajis, to regard the matter from tlie j)sychical sid(^, 
and in doing so we must bear in mind how stales of con- 
sciousness are dctermincil. Let us represent the states of 
consciousness in tluee sneces^ve moments, thus: — 


A C 1 > 

h 1) c 

c d m 

cc. vS:c. 


1 'hen, snp[)o.sing that A l> c <Jvc. rcpnvsents the total 
psy( hical content of the wave of C(;ns('it)iisness in tlie first 
moment, this represents also the me of cm}<iiical j:>sy<iiology 
in that moment, but A h c &c. of moment i determine:; 
(suhjed to the (jualirications gjvi'n in a [U'twious chapter, 
]). .’2) (.! I) d iVc, of momeiil 2, whitii constitutes the 
em[)ifical me of that moimait. Sirnilaily, b d clic. of 
moment 2 determines I) c m Ac. ofiuomi.-ni 3; and so on 
thiuughout any given series of nujinents of consciousness. 
In other words, it is the empirical 1 which constantly 
determines the sequence of ideas. That same psychical /, 
which takes effect throu.ch the control centres on the motor 
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activities of the body, takes effect also through association 
fibres on the sensory centres which are concerned in the 
production of ideas. 

The question, however, still remains, whether there is 
any power of augmentation or of inhibition of the activity 
of sensory centres. That is to say, supposing any given 
idea or image is dominant, is there any mechanism for 
either augmenting or damping-down the activity of the 
centre with the molecular disturbance^ of which the idea is 
associated? We cannot at present answer this question 
from the physiological point of view ; and p.'^ychologically 
the evidence is not conclusive, one way or the other. The 
most we can say physiologically is, that there is no a priori 
reason why such inhibition, and its correlative augmentation, 
should be impossible. It is unquestionable that the inhibi- 
tion of motor activities is the result of the action of the 
control centres, not directly on the muscular mechanism, 
but indirectly on the lower centres for the autc^iatic co- 
ordination of motor activities. The augmentation or inhibi- 
tion is exercised by nerve centres on nerve-centres, and 
there is therefore no a priori reason for rejecting the 
hypothesis, that the activity of sensory centres can be aug- 
mented or inhibited by special control centres developed 
for that special purpose. More than this in the present 
state of brain-physiology we cannot say. 

And, psychologically, the evidence is not conclusive. \Vc 
have to distinguish between relative increase or diminution 
of conscious intensity through the direction or diversion of 
attention, and the absolute increase or diminution thereof 
through augmentation or inhibition. And this is by no 
means easy. It should be clearly noted, however, that in 
the absence of such control over the sensory centres as we 
are now considering, the direction or diversion of attention 
is wholly dependent on motor control over the parts by the 
histramentality of which impressionfj are received. There 
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can he no control over the sequence of ideas. Whether, as 
a mailer of observalion, there is any such control over the 
centres which are concerned in tlie ])roduclion of sense 
impressions, it is difficult to decide. Some lime ago I 
chanced to have to wait for half-an-hour or so between two 
bands about equidistant from me. I amused myself by 
making some experiments on my power of attention, and 
very shortly found that I could either attend to one band or 
the other to the praclfcally complete neglect of its rival, or 
could combine the two in an excruciating jumble of discords. 
With my attention well fixed on either of them, 1 experienced 
little or no discomfort from the sounds produced by the 
other ; but when I allowed both to occupy my attention, the 
effect was most disquieting. I may say that in such an 
experynent the difficulty is, when the combined clash is in 
focus, to select the strains of one of the two bands ; when 
once this is effected, the holding of those strains in focus is 
comparatively easy, I suppose most people who have a fair 
musical ear can, during the singing of a chorale, select a.ny 
one of the four parts and make that focal, the other parts 
being accompaniment to the selected part. How is this 
selection effected? It is difficult to see how any motor 
control over the parts concerned in audition could effect a 
differentiation between the soprano or the bass of a chorale 
as dominant in consciousness. 

It need scarcely be said that there is a common and wide- 
spread belief that attention involves something moie than 
motor control over the parts concerned in the reception of 
stimiilr Such a belief, founded as it is on wide if not 
always very discriminating self-observation, cannot he wholly 
neglected, '^fherii arc, moreover not a few wlio believe that 
they can to somt^ extent control their ferlings, and their 
sensitivene.ss to jiain, physical and other, and that such 
control is susceptible of improvtuii' nt by prartiru; In eitlu r 
of these r.ases it is difficult to see how ( oiiirol ( un he ex< 7 


N 
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cised, unless there is some cerebral provision for augmenta 
tion and inhibition through control centres. 

Among the commonest phenomena of the hypnotic state 
rire suggested hyperaesthesia, on the one hand, and anaesthesia 
on the other. In some cases the senses become, through 
suggestion, extraordinarily acute; in others, they seem to 
be abnormally dulled and blunted. ' In suggested hallucina- 
tions, under hypnosis, certain centres seem to be rendered 
extraordinarily susceptible to what we termed internal sug- 
gestion, so that the suggested images assume the vividness 
and insistency of impressions. It may he that these pheno- 
mena of the hypnotic state are partly caused by some at 
present unexplained influence on control centres, which may 
have for their function the augmentation or inhibition of the 
activity of those cerebral centres which are concerned in 
sense-experience. 

It is now time to sum up the conclusions we have reached, 
and the suggestions we have made, with regard to auto- 
matism and control. The distinction I have drawn between 
automatic activities and controlled action is a sharp one. 
(^n the scheme I have put forward, automatic activities 
mvolve afferent impulses, co-ordinating centres, and efferent 
impulses. In the performance of these activities the organism 
is an automaton, and the whole matter so far is purely 
biological. Control of the motor activities involves, and 
must always involve, a loop-line, in the course of which there 
arc developed certain centres, called control-centres, verbose 
function it is either to augment or to inliibit the lower 
co ordinating centres of the automatic mechanism. Asso- 
ciated with these control centres of the loop-line there are 
sensory centres, the functional activity of which is conscious 
or is associated with consciousness. These sensory centres 
are so disposed on the loop;line as to determine the nature 
of the activity, augmenting or inhibitory, of the control 
rrnires according to the emotional tone associated with (he 
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functioning of the sensory centres. I'he sensory centres and 
the control centres are, in the higher vertebrates, situate in 
the cerebral hemispheres of the brain. So far the control is 
entirely motor; and so far there is much in the anatomy 
and physiology of the brain and central nervous system in 
support of the hypothesis here put forward. It is further 
suggested as a possibility — at present unsupported by, hut 
so far as I know i|pt negatived by, cerebral anatomy and 
physiology — that there may be C(irebral centres for the 
control of the activity of the sensory centres. I'his hypo- 
thesis is put forward on purely psychological grounds. It is 
contended that if there is any control of cerel^ral activity 
and its mental concomitants, — if there is any faculty of 
attention other than that involved in the admitted motor 
control over the parts concerned in the reception of sense- 
^stimuli, this must be effected by means of a loop-line, with 
its associated cdntrol centres. For control is due to aug- 
menting or inhibitory impulses, and such impulses must 
c*.)me from outside the system so controlled. This last pro- 
position may si?eni to stand in need of proof and elucidation, 
hut I confess that it seems to me to be self-evident. For 
suppose a sensory centre be thrown into a state of activity, 
and that its functioning is associated with some form or 
moile of consciousness, I fail to see in what way it could lx* 
self-augmenting or self-inhibitory. Wu may assume that tlu' 
activity is either painful or pleasurable. One can understand 
how its [dca.surable or painful tone may differently affect a 
centre lying outside it with which it may communicate. But 
I am unable to understand how its pleasurable or ])ainful 
tone could cither increase or damp-down its own activity. 
Such a supposition appe.nrs to involve llie illegitimate assump- 
tion, as 1 deem it, that the pleasure or the pain is sf/inething 
external to the activity, and ca?. exercise control over it. 
Hence, for a psychology that endea\ours to work hand-in- 
hand with physiology, the control of any functioning ceriire 
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must be due to impulses, augmenting or inhibitory, coming 
to that centre from some other centre external to it. 

Nothing has been said in this chapter concerning auto- 
matism or control in the higher invertebrates, such as the 
bee or the ant. 'Fheir actions seem to warrant the belief 
that in them, too, there is — besides the mechanism for 
automatic co-ordination — a mechanism of control. But at 
present nothing is known of definite control centres in these 
organisms, supposing such centres to exist. There is here 
a fruitful field for investigation, if we could only find a 
satisfactory point of departure. 

In conclusion, it should be noted that control, whether it 
be motor-control or the suggested intra-cerebral control of 
the attention, should be psychologically distinguished from 
the sense of effort by which it is sometimes accompanied. 
Such a sense of effort is almost unquestionably a sensory 
product of the motor activities. The knit brow, slightly 
clenched teeth, somewhat strained respiration, and other 
motor concomitants, not only of motor-control but also of 
close and difficult thought and attention, are not without 
their psychical effects. And these we name effort. The 
part which motor impressions play in psychology, though 
often neglected, is of the utmost importance, as we have 
already seen in our discussion of Synthesis and Correlation. 

Noie. — T he development of what is known as the “neurone 
theory’’ involves a restatement of the nature of the physiological 
processes of the brain. The reader will do well to consult Sir 
Michael Foster’s Wihle Lecture “On the Physical Basis of Psychical 
PNents^’ {Mam best er Memoi 7 ‘Sy vol. xlii., 189S, No. 12), and Mr VV. 
MoDougall’s paper “On the Seat of the Psyrho-physical ]’rocesse.s,’’ 
in which there arc am})le references to the literature of the subject. 
Ml McDougall’s contribution was ]niblished, during the winter of 
1901, in tlrain {part xevi., p. 577). [1903.] 
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CHAFl'ER XII. 

INSTINCT AND INTELLIGENCE. 

I HAVE already described sonic of my experiments and 
observations on youn^ chicks. I i)roposc in this 
chapter to call these and other similar observations to my 
aid in endeavouring to make clear the relation of instinct to 
intelligence. 

The eggs from which in due course the chicks emerged, 
were taken from the hen two or three days before the time 
of hatching was fulfilled, and were placed in an incubator. 
'Fhe little birds, which were for the most part of good 
crossed breeds, with strains of Plymouth Rock, Dorking, 
and Game, had therefore no parental hell) in gaining some 
experience of the world. 1 first directed niy attention to 
their poweis of seizing and swallowing. Selecting one about 
eighteen hours old for definite experiment, I placed before 
bin: three small pieces of white of egg, moving (hem about 
a little in front of him with a lung pin to draw his attention 
to them. He soon pepked at one of these, and seized it at the 
fifth aitem|)t, swallowing it a little awkwardly. 'Fhe next lie 
sLiuck at the second attempt, but not faiily, so that it was 
iliriist aside. Transferring his attention, therefore, to the 
third piece, he seized it and swallowed it at the third attempt. 
An hour later I tried him again with egg and cruinl) of 
bread. He generally strm the morsel at the second or 
third peck, though he sometimes failed to seize it. Once he 
seized and struck at the first attempt. The observations on 
this chick are, I think, typical. The pecking co-ordination 
in young chicks is fairly accurate, but by no means perfect, 
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at birth. They generally strike a little short. If the birds 
are kept for a longer period in the drawer of the incubator 
before they are given food, — and this may be done without 
injury to them, for they are hatched with a considerable 
store of food-yolk, — the pecking is rather more accurate, but 
not quite accurate, 

'fowards the close of their first day of active life, I caused 
a small fly to walk across my experimental poultry-yard in 
front of the chicks. Most of them took^lo notice ; but one, 
whom I will call Blackie, followed and pecked at it. He 
caught it at the seventh attempt, and ate it ; an hour later 
he caught another at the fourth peck, and subsequently a 
blue-bottle after twelve shots. 'Fhis, however, he dropped 
and left uneaten. The others took no notice of flies, though 
they occasionally pecked at the disabled blue-bottle, without 
eating it. With a subsequent brood I tried throwing in a 
large lly, from which a portion of the wings had been, of 
course painlessly, removed. This was on their second day. 
One followed it, but then stopped and gave the characteristic 

danger note the first time I had heard it in the brood. 

Perhaps the buzzing noise made by the fly called forth this 
note of alarm. The same chick subsectuently followed the 
fly, caught it after several pecks, and ate it. 

These experiments and observations seem, therefore, to 
show that the skill in seizing is not jicrfcct at birth, and that 
some practice is necessary. I have spoken so far only of 
morsels of food ; but I soon found that the chicks. would 
peck at almost any small object I placed before them, and 
if small enough, almost anything was eaten, or at least tested 
ill the bill — grain, sand, crumbs, or little bits of achopped-iip 
wax match. All the chicks pecked repeatedly at the letters, 
especially the large capitals, on the newspaper with which 
the experimental yard in my study was floored. I threw to 
my chicks about equal proportions of millet, canary seed, 
groats, and pari. They were about equally pecked at, and 
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witliout apparent preference. 'Phe pari was loo laree fot 
them, and the millet and canary were most eaten, — probably 
because they were smaller and more easily swallowed. 
Sand and fine gravel were pecked up and swallowed (piite 
as eagerly as grain, 'riiesc are, of course, necessary to the 
bird for triturating the food in the gizzard. Gradually a 
preference for groats was established, and on the fourth day 
this kind of grain was generally selected from among the 
others. With regatH to other objects, they would peck at, 
but showed more discrimination as to swallowing, all sorts 
of things — pellets of paper, buttons, beads, bits of lime- 
stone, cigarette ash. They pecked at their own and their 
neighbours* toes repeatedly, each other’s eyes occasionally, 
especially the eyes of the lighter-coloured birds, in which 
they were conspicuou.s ; the black-beaded head of a pin, the 
end of a match, the point of a pen-knife, a gold seal, my 
ring, and so forth. All were pecked at and examined, but 
the larger objects with some timidity. An ordinary Bryant 
& May wooden match, for example, was for a time too 
fearsome an object for any but Blackic to tackle. On the 
third day four of them pecked at a burning cigarette end 
more than once, but sometimes were stopped by a whiff of 
the smoke, and then shook their heads and wiped their bills 
in an exceedingly comical fashion. After a minute or two 
they went off, but returned occasionally. When the cigarette 
was burnt out and cold they came and looked at it, and in 
one case the chick, after looking but not pecking, wiped its 
bill. 

T (lid not give them water till the morning of the second 
day, when they were from twimty to thirty hours old. V 
then placed a shallow tin of w!'i:cr among them. Of this 
they took no notice. Several happened to run tiirough it, 
but still took no notice. Then one chanced, as he stood in 
it, to peck at his toes. He at (mce lifted liis head in the 
characteristic way and drank repeatedly. 'I'he others still 
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took no notice ; but presently Blackie stood at the side and 
pecked at a bubble near the brim, and then he drank. ' It 
seemed as if the stimulus of water in the bill at once 
suggested the action of drinking. As he stood and drank, 
others came up and pecked at the troubled water, and then 
they too drank. I have already mentioned how one of the 
chicks was subsequently caused to stop and drink at tlie 
suggestioi\ of running through the water. 

1 \v\\\ \\c\e tvanserW^e a or Worn wole-booV 
descriptive of experin^ents and observaUows on young duck- 
lings. Alter piping for sonic time within the egg, they were 
hnlchcd respectively at r p.m. (a) and 5 p.m. (/y). 

On iho next day, at 12 noon, I look them out of the 
incubator drawer and tried them with while of egg. The 
CO ordination for pecking was imperfect, and when a j)icce 
was seized it was muinlded rapidly and then shaken out of 
the bill unswallowcd. They were both unsteady ii[»on their 
legs, often lilting over backwaids on to their tails, but n was 
decidedly the stronger. They botli juji ked with iineeriain 
aim at anything whieh eaiighl the eye, such as marks on the 
basket in which they had been traced for warmth, grain, 
s-md, and so fortii. I placed 0 shallow tin of water before 
them, d’hey walk* d tiirough it .several times without taking 
any nutii'e. T dijiped as lieak into the water. It tlien 
drank with ( iKuacleristic action, and pe<’king at the water 
drank again and again. Ihesently /' imitated and drank 
repeatedly. both pecked at white of egg lu'ld* in forceps 
and seized at the third or fourth shot, shaking it out of the 
bill ; ])erhat'S some was swallowed, I then placed them m 
the warm basket. 

At 2.15 )’.M. 1 took them out. 'rhey waddled about and 
came to the w’aler. Toth at once drank. They pecked at 
while of egg, placed on a black tuiy, to make it more con- 
spicuous, but shook ino.st of it out of their bills. At 4 p.m. 
i put a in a bath. He floated and kicked vigorously and 
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excitedly, dropping excrement. In less than a minute he 
swam round and pecked at the sides of the bath. 1 tlicii 
took him back to my study. Both a and b shortly afterwards 
came directly to the tin of water and sat in it. 'Fhey pecked 
without suggestion at pieces of white of egg on the tray, 
shaking their heads and mumbling it in the bill, but swallow- 
ing freely. They pecked at grain (pari), but shook it out 
without swallowing it. One of them scratched his head, and 
tumbled over in the**^rocess two or three times. 

At 6.30 p.M. they ate white of egg freely, the t)ecking 
co-ordination being much more accurate but not quite 
accurate. I tilaced b in the bath. He too kicked excitedly 
and dro[)i)ed excrement ; but then swam about vigorously, 
pecking at the sides. The co-ordination for swimming 
is ap[)arently much more perfect at birth than that for 
walking. 

At 9 A.M. next morning both a and b made at once for 
the water in their tin, drank, and sat in it. 'They ate keenly 
of \ iiite of egg, swallowing large morsels. Both occasionally 
scKitclK^d theii heads, tumbling down each time. They 
sm(H't'H:d the down of the breast after the maimer in which 
every one has seen ducks make their toilet, applied their 
lulls to the base of the tail, and rubbed their heads across 
and over their backs in the approved duck-fashion, d'hey 
stood up and shook their wings, silling down Irom imperfect 
co-ordination. At 1 1 a.m. I gave them a wiugtxl f 1 y, which 
fi followed and pecked at several liiiu's, but failed to seize. 
It -dh n got under the news[un)cr, and win n T lonted it out 

again followed, pecking icj_)eatcdly, till it cscatied through 
tlu^ netting round the yard. \ [ilaced it again within the 
duckling’s reach, and he caugb.. it at the third ptck, swallow- 
ing it tipparently with much satisfaction. I'he other duck, 
b, caught a second fly after numerous abortive attempts. 
They pecked at and seemingly swallowed their own and 
chicks’ droppings, and the signs of dislike were much less 
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evident than with chicks. At 2 p.m. 1 tried them with a 
number of odd tilings, bits of paper, chopped up matches, 
leaves, small flowers, small stones, red currants, — any thing 
of suitable size I could lay hands on. Each was seized and 
iniiinblcd, and then either rejected or swallowed. 

All this seems to show how necessary experience and the 
individual testing of things is both to young chicks and to 
young ducks. They have to find out for themselves the 
nature and value of everything they c5me across ; but they 
learn rapidly and surely. They bring with them into the 
world an inherited aptitude for the performance of a number 
of activities which are essential to the maintenance of life ; 
but they do not seem to have any inherited acquaintance 
with the nature of anything. ]\Tr Spalding, who many years 
ago made experiments with young birds, and obtained 
results in some respects different from those which I have 
obtained, describes the instinctive terror of young turkeys 
when they heard the cry of a hawk. I do not question the 
fact that their action lietrayed fear, but I am disposed to 
question whether they were instinctively aware that the cry 
was that of a hawk. In any case my own chicks gave the 
diaracterislic danger churr, a most marked and peculiar 
iKjte, at any loud, strange, and unusual sound, or on sight 
of an alarming object. It was not a little amusing to see 
them, now standing and churring, and now scuttling away 
in terror, wlien I introduced to their notice a large Carabtts 
beetle. Nothing, however, could be more marked than the 
definiteness of the effect of any very startling sound. The 
chicks either scatter and crouch down, remaining quite still 
for some seconds or even minutes, or crouch where they 
arc and remain still. 'I’he perfect quiescence and stillness 
of such active and continually piping little birds is very 
icuiarkalile, and clearly has a protective value. But this 
definite response follows on any disquieting sound or 
oc^^urreuce; If I threw a large piece of screwed-up paper 
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among them, if I sneezed, or clapped my hands, oi played a 
sharp chord on the violin, down they dropped ; and I do 
not think they had any i'nlierited acquaintance witli violins. 
On the other hand when I look one of the chicks two days 
old to the cat, there was not the smallest sign of fear. The 
little bird took no notice of the cat. Nor did the cat take 
any notice of the bird, so long as I held it in my hand. 
When I placed it on the floor she seemed inclined to go for 
it ; hut the bird remained unaffected. 

Even more remarkable was the complete indifference of 
my chicks to the clucking of a hen. 1 took two chicks 
ten days old in a basket to a poultry yard. I opened Llie 
basket about two yards from a heii which was continually 
clucking to her brood. They took absolutely no notka: of 
her. To test whether they W'cre in a frightened condition, I 
offered them some grain on my hand. Tlicy jumped on 
my palm as usual, scratching it, and picking up grain. We 
put them with a hen in a small fowl-house. 'I'hey did not 
seen much afraid of her, though she was terribly fussy; but 
the v/hole experience seemed to be novel to them, as indeed 
it was. A few days later, I took three more chicks to the 
poultry-yard. A hen was in the fowl hou.se with a young 
brood, to wliicii she was rcjreatedly clucking — some grain 
having been thrown in to them. I i)ut mine down outside 
- that is out of sight of her but within hearing of the 
clucking. They took no notice whatever of the sound, hut 
scratched about near me. 

I will further illustrate their want of iunate and inherited 
acquaintance with the things of this world by one or two 
more examples. I had fed them occasionally on small 
worms an inch or so in length. 1 then took similar sized 
pieces of worsted wool of a rich red brown colour, and 
threw them among iiiy clucks. The avidity with which 
they were seized was remarkable, and nost exciting were 
the chases after the fortunate birdling vviio had secured a 
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worsted worm. I could not succeed in satisfying them with 
worsted, and eventually desisted lest iny experiments should 
lead to serious indigestion. Some hours later I cut off a 
piece six inches long and threw it among them. Instantly 
there was the danger churr, and to a chick they feared to 
tackle that monstrous worm. 'Fhen I gave them a some- 
what smaller piece, four inches long. I’his they regarded 
doubtfully ; but one at length picked it up and ran off with 
it. There was much pulling of it^One from another, but 
soon it was dropped. Occasionally it was jjicked up again 
and run off with, but eventually it was left unnoticed. The 
]deasurcs of eating worsted began to pall. 1 threw in 
small pieces, but tliey excited little interest ; one was run off 
with and soon dropped, but eventually eaten. Two others 
were allowed to remain untouched. I left the four-inch 
|)iccc. Presently 1 was roused from my writing by sounds 
of excitement and little pattering feet. Blackie had seized 
the piece, and was being chased for the prize. Escaping 
from the “yard,” in which the chicks were confined, by 
leaping over the fender, he ran to the corner of my study, 
and after some struggles with the worsted succeeded in 
swallowing all the fcjiir inclics. 

It may be baid that to supply worm like worsted was a 
piece of base and unnatural deception. I will give one 
more case in which there was no such deception. I was 
desirous of ascertaining whether my chicks had any innate 
awareness of the difference between a large' fly and a hive- 
bee. Now Black ic was intimately acciuainlcd with flies, 
large and small, and likcMl them well. When I placed a 
hive-bcc in my experimental poultry -yard most of the chic ks 
were afiaid of it, as indeed they were of large flics; but 
Blackie without hesitation snapped it up and ran off with 
it ; then he dropped it, shook his head much, and wiped his 
bill repeatedly. As I mentioned before, I do not think he 
had l.'een stung ; if so, he quickly got over any ill effects, 
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and was happy and eager about other things in a few 
minutes ; more probably he had tasted the poison. In any 
case he no longer took any interest in that bee. Some 
hours later on the same day (his fifth) I placed beneath a 
glass tumbler a large fly and a small humble-bee, both 
winged. Blackie and another chick pecked at both, seen 
through the glass. I then let the bee escape; Blackie 
snapped it up, ran off* with it and soon swallowed it. 
Another small humbl(?bee he seized at once, disabled it by 
dashing it against the ground with his bill, and swallowed 
it. Both of these humble-bees had stings. I threw a 
humble-bee among another brood of chicks ten days old. 
They pecked at it with rapid strokes, jerking it on one side. 
At this stage of development they approach anything new 
and strange to them with some suspicion, and peck at it in 
this way. For example I gave them some stewed currants 
and raspberries ; these were struck at rapidly, and thrown 
aside. Presently one was picked up and run off* with, 
other chicks giving chase, and eaten. A few currants were 
subsequently eaten, hut with a good deal of shaking of the 
head, and a])parently not much relish. The ducks ate 
them rather mere freely. One of the ducks picked up the 
dis.abled humble-bee, and after mumbling it for some time 
in the water swallowed it. 

I could- generally in their early days induce my chicks to 
Lake anything, and even to seize again something they had 
found distasteful, by tapping with my finger or a pencil on 
the ground to direct their attention to it, in imitation of the 
pecking of a hen. In this way, T induced one of my chicks 
to take up the beelike ErisfalU which it had so far avoided. 
Directly he had seized it, others gave chase, and one took 
it from him and swallowed it. Next day I threw in among 
them a hive-bee and an erislahs. Both were left un- 
touched. I drew their attention new to one, and now to 
the other, by ta[)i>ing near, and movin,", it with my {nmeil ; 
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but without eftect. I may say that tapping was ceasing to 
be effectual, as I had in this way frequently indicated things 
which they had not always found pleasant. 

I have generally dismissed my chicks to the poultry-yard 
at the age of ten days, and in no case have kept them 
beyond three weeks. But I have never seen any chick, nor 
any duckling, catch a fly on the wing. There are often 
a good many flies hovering over, and settling in the 
expcTimental yard. I have very frequently seen the chicks, 
and occasionally the ducklings, strike at the flies in the air, 
but never successfully. 1 have experimented by ^placing 
flies in a tumbler covered with a card. The chicks then 
peck repeatedly at the flies. On removing the card the 
flies escaped, and the chicks have pecked at them as they 
flew, but have not caught them. I also inverted a tumbler 
over flies, and removed the tumbler when they were on the 
ground. Blackie on one occasion caught one before it 
flew ; but neither lie nor any other of my chicks has been 
successful in catching a fly on the wing. 

T have now described, perhaps in undue detail, a few of 
my observations as noted down at the lime. To some they 
may seem trivial, and scarcely worth the making and the 
noting, d'o us, as students of comparative psychology, 
their interest lies in the light they throw on the beginnings 
of psychical life and activity in the chick or duck. Let us 
now see how the observations serve to bring out the relation 
of instinct to intelligence. But first, What is instinct? 
How shall wc define or describe it? Let us go back to the 
little cliick in its early efflirls at pecking. Here we have a 
motor r(iS])onse to a certain stimulus. And there can be 
very little i]uestion that the motor response is, as we are ajit 
to say, purely m(}chanical,“-or, as wc should more correctly 
say, purely organic. It is a bit of animal automatism, not 
ru'ci'ssavily involving more than the lower brain-centres. 
Bet it Is a bit of automatism which is accompanied by 
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consciousness in the broader sense in which 1 have used 
this word. And the role of consciousness in the matter of 
pecking is to select the adequate responses, and to steady 
the muscular mechanism to its work, f.et us describe the 
automatic activity as due to innate capacity fo 7 ’ motor 
response. Then in the animal kingdom, we find that the 
automatic responses which are the outcome of this innate 
capacity are variable in their adequacy. The chicks at first 
made bad shots as w(^l as occasional good shots. Now the 
greater the variability, and the greater the initial jicrcentage 
of inadequacy, the more necessity is there for the acquisi- 
tion of skill by the individual. On the other hand, the less 
the variability, and the .smaller the initial percentage of 
inadequate resfionse, the less the necessity for any indiv idual 
acquisition of skill. 

And now we can give a good working definition of instinct 
in its objective aspect, and at the same time indicate the 
relation of intelligence to instinct. Instinctive activities, in 
their theoretical perfection, are those in which there is no 
Vd.riability, in which the percentage of inadequacy is ;//7, and 
in which, therefore, there is no necessity for the individual 
accpiisition of ikill through the control and guidance of 
intelligence. If the chicks had pecked perfectly from tlie 
first they would have had this instinct in perfection. As it 
was, they required a little intelligence, acting by and through 
experience, to perfect their activities. 'I'he instincts were 
very nearly, but not (juitc, perfect. 

A. qualification may here be introduced. ll is possible 
that, in the absence of intelligent control, the nqielition of the 
activity would render it more accurate. Tn other words, the 
inaccuracy may have been partly due to a want of or^^iX7n'c 
smoothness of working in the automatic nu c lianism "I'here 
can be no question that many activities, whicli.are in due 
time performed in virtiic of the aiUonratic mechanism for 
response, are not and cannot be performed at binli, because 
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the organic development is not then sufficiently advanced. 

The flight of birds is, according to Mr Spalding’s observa- 
tions, instinctive. He kept young swallows caged until they 
were fully fledged, and then allowed them to escape. They 
flew straight off at the first attempt. They exhibited the 
instinctive potver of flight in a practically perfect form. But 
it is clear that such a proceeding would have been abso- 
lutely impossible for the callow young when they were first 
hatched. The instinctive power is ift these and like cases 
deferred until such time as the organic development renders 
the automatic performance of the activities physically and 
physiologically possible. The automatic activities, which « 
are the outcome of completed sexual development, are g(^d 
examples of such deferred instincts. 

It is a necessary corollary of the view here advanced thjit 
in instinct as stick consciousness is a mere epiphenomenon 
— a by-product, with no bearing whatever on the performance 
of the activity in so far as it is instinctive. An organism — 
if such exists — in which all the activities are throughout life 
purely automatic and purely instinctive, might i^nrfeed |^e 
conscious, but its consciousness would be of no practi^l ’ 
value ; for all the activities being, ex hypoihesiy autojnatipy 
there would be no conscious guidance or control. 
Consciousness might be present as a spectator of the 
activities ; but it would be a mere spectator without pcjfrer 
of guidance, since, in so far as guided by intelligence, 
activities cease to be instinctive.' It should be clearly 
grasped that, in so far as an activity is guided by individual 
control towards more complete accuracy, just so far does 
it cease to he instinctive, as the word is here used, and ^ 
become intelligent. And when an instinct is, as so often is 
the case, modified and adapted to meet new circumstances, 
the modification and adaptation is no })art of the instinct 
as such, but is due to intelligent control. 

I repeat, then, that in instinct as such consciousness is an 
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epiphenomenon or adjunct. But this does not, of course, 
imply that it is absent. Only in so far as consciousness 
accompanies the performance of instinctive activities can 
intelligence get a hold on them for the purpose of control 
and guidance. The performance of automatic activities 
affords to consciousness data, which form a foundation 
upon which the psychital structure reared by intelligence is 
based. 

So far as vertebrate are concerned it is only in the lower 
forms of life, and in those which are born in a relatively 
advanced state of development, that we find the products c^f 
what I have termed the innate capacity for motor response in 
their relatively perfect and, so to speak, crystallized form as 
instincts. When little alligators just hatched, and still 
adhering to- the shells by their umbilical cords, briskly show 
fight when approached, dragging their shell behind them 
and ru.shing with open jaws at any thing present ofl to them 
and madly biting it or when little snakes taken [)re 
maturely from the mother’s oviduct threaten to strike, and 
make the .characteristic burring noise with the tail,t — these 
ate instances of unquestionable instinct. In young chicks 
the following responses are from the first sufficiently well- 
defined to be regarded as instinctive. Pecking, walking, 
scratcliing themselves, preening their down and feathers, 
Stretching up and clap[)ing their wings, scratching on the 
ground, squatting down and “ dusting” themselves, scattering 
ahd crouching when alarmed, making the danger churr and 
other sounds previously described. In addition to these 
there are numerous minor activities which arc distinctly 
chick-like, and differentiate the :!iirks from young ducklings. 
In the ducks, the way they seize and mumble tne food in 
the bill, their swimming, tl eir piping, their mode of smooth- 

As observed by Mr Devenish. See Natwe^ v. 47, p. 587. 

t As observe<l by Mr W. Lardcn in the “ Vivora de la Cruz.” 
See Nature^ v. 42, p. 115. 
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ini; tlie down of the breast w'ith their hills, applying the bill 
to the oil-gland, nibbing their heads across their backs, and 
other minor characters, are definite enough to be termed 
instinctive. But when we come to higher animals, especially 
those born in an immature condition and dependent at first 
upon parental care, it is not so easy to say what activities 
are definitely instinctive. The basis in innate capacity for 
motor response is unquestionable; but imitation and indi- 
vidual guidance, through intelligent .Adaptation, are factors 
which render the activities less purely instinctive. I am 
inclined to regard imitation and tradition, especially in 
animals which live in flocks, packs, or herds, as of very great 
importance. By tradition I mean this : that the animal is 
born into a group of animals which perform a number of 
activities in certain ways, and that through the imitative 
tendency it falls into these ways, which are thus handed on 
or carried down through tradition. In a very interesting 
chapter on “ Fear in birds,'' Mr VV. H. Hudson, in his 
work on ‘‘ The Naturalist in La Plata," describes many obser- 
vations which point to the conclusion that the fear of man and 
other enemies is very largely due to parental instruction or 
to individual experience. And my own observations tend 
in the same direction. Mr Hudson uses the term “ tradition" 
in the sense I have above adoi)ted. 

In any case I am quite clear that we must not be too 
ready to put down to instinct all the habits of animals, even 
definite habits common to a species, without taking the 
trouble to ascertain by careful observation and experiment 
how far these habits, though based on an innate capacity for 
motor response, are rendered definite through imitation, 
parental teaching, or tradition.* 1 believe that there is here 

* The complex problem of the migration of birds is a case in point. 
It is unquestionably one that involves more than instinct, though it has 
an instinctive basis. What is the nature of the internal craving which 
prompts to migration probably no cine but the bird knows — and the 
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an extensive field open to experimental observation. Is it 
too much to hope that in connection with some university 
in Great Britain there will some day be founded a 
Chair of Comparative Psychology, with an experimental 
station attached, where animals may be reared und^r test 
conditions and under foster-parents, so that the development 
of their intelligence may be carefully studied ? 

No doubt in those .snecies of which the normal environ- 
ment is relatively simple, and but little subject to variation, 
the responses due to inheritance will be relatively definite 
and instinctive in their nature. With increased complexity 
and variability of environment will come decreased defini- 
tion in the inherited modes of response, such definition 
being left to individual acquisition. In man, therefore, with 
his exceedingly complex and variable environment, the 
number of definitely instinctive activities is few ; while at 
the same time the innate capacity for motor response forms 
a broad and ample, if relatively undifferentiated, foundation 
for an indefinite number of activities, which owe their 
guidance to the fostering care of parents and nurses. 

Omitting now, for the present, any further reference to 
imitation, tradition, or parental guidance, and fixing our 
attention on the relation of instinct to intelligence, we may 
say that animals and men alike come into the world with an 
innate capacity for active response to certain stimuli. This 

bird only feels, but knows not. Nor do we know what tlie stimuli are 
which start the motor activities. In the far simpler case of the migra- 
tion of recently-hatched eels (elvers) up the streams from the estuaries, 
the continued stimulus of flowing water may be the determinant of the 
continued upward and onward progress. I have before suggested that 
highly developed and differentiated sensations, through the constant 
use (by the individual) of the membranous labyrinth and semicircular 
canals, may be a factor in the direction of migration. But in any case 
there is probably a traditional element of great importance, the tradition 
having perhaps continued unbroken from a time when the configuration 
of land and sea diftcred from thwit which now obtains. 
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is p.irt of their organic inheritance. The response may be 
from the first an acciirnte and adequate response : in such 
cases we term it instinctive. But more frequently the 
responses have a variable amount of inaccuracy and in- 
adequacy ; in such cases the animal, as a matter of observed 
fact, has a power of selective control over the responses ; 
and this power of selective control over the activities which 
are essential to daily life, is the first stage of intelligence. 
And whereas for the instinctive action, as such, conscious- 
ness is only an epiphenomenon or adjunct accompanying 
the performance of the action, for its intelligent guidance 
consciousness is essential. 

When the chick, so soon as it is taken out of the drawer 
of the . incubator, strikes with fair but not complete accuracy 
at a piece of white of egg, there can be little question that 
this action — complex as it is, and involving as it does the 
due co-ordination of a great number of muscular impulses — 
is of the nature of an inherited organic response to stimulus ; 
that the sight of the small white morsel is just the touch of 
the trigger that, so to speak, fires off this complicated train 
of activities, the ability to perform which is innate. But we 
have every reason to suppose that the performance of these 
actions is accompanied by feeling or consciousness. So 
that in these early days of life the consciousness of the chick 
is, if one may say so, entering into and taking possession of 
its organic inheritance. And consciousness, like a wise heir, 
at once proceeds to set its estate in order and to remedy 
such imperfections as it finds therein. In the case of the 
chick, the inheritance is already so well organized that it 
requires very little individual control of consciousness to put 
things in excellent working trim. In the case of the human 
infant, however, there are noteworthy differences. In the 
first place, the heir comes into possession when he is, as 
compared witli the chick, far younger and less mature ; in 
the second place, his inheritance is of vastly greater extent, 
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with commercial relations of far greater range .and com- 
plexity ; and, in the third place, it has been the custom for 
generations of his ancestors that during his minority he 
should be aided in the administration of his estate by 
faithful stewards, and should be instructed therein by wise 
tutors. Still, notwithstanding these differences, it remains 
true that the infant consciousness, like the chick conscious- 
ness, has — more gradually, no doubt, and with more external 
aid — to enter into and Akc possession of its organic inherit' 
ance ; and, no matter how much he is aided and instructed, 
he has to do so individually and for himself. None can 
share this task with him, or perform it for him. With this 
inheritance, moreover, he must make the best of life. No 
kindly uncle or aunt can bequeath him a new estate. I'lie 
inheritance is his to deal with as he may and can, within the 
assigned limits; for his very power of dealing with the 
inlieritance is part of the inheritance itself. 

We are getting, however, too far from our foundations, 
and must return to tlio stage up to which we have, I trust, 
secutely built. The chick, or the child, in the early hours 
or days of life aaiuiics skill in the flianagement of that part 
of the organic inlicritancc which we call its bodily organs. 
And this skill, rapidly in the chick, slowly in the child, 
reaches a high pitcli of delicacy and exactitude. The chick 
of a week old will pick a fly off your finger, and nut so much 
as toiicli the fmger ilstlf. Hat this accuracy is the iesull ul 
tiial and error. What wc term the control over our activities 
is gained in and through the conscious reinforcement of 
those modes of respon.se which arc successful, and the 
inhibition of those modes of re.sponse which arc unsuc- 
cessfui. The successful response re[)ealed because of the 
satisfaction it gives ; the unsuccessful response fails to give 
satisfaction, and is not repeated. Sullicienl has, however, 
been said in the chapter on the sense-experience df animals 
concerning the role of consciousnes.s in the acquisition of 
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skill. It is a vitally important matter in the psychology of 
animals, and involves the selective activity of intelligence. 
But we need not here repeat what has been already dis- 
cussed on previous pages. 

Let us pass, therefore, to another aspect of intelligent 
guidance, and in order to avoid referring back to instances 
before given in this chapter, let me further describe some 
observations on the young chicks, mention of which was 
made in a previous chai)ter. On the evening of their third 
day of active life, I placed before my little birds two objects 
new to their exi)erience, a small worm and a yellow and 
black caterpillar — that of the cinnabar moth, so common in 
the summer on ragwort. The birds looked a little timidly 
and suspiciously at both of them. So far as I could judge, 
they were not more suspicious of one than of the other; 
they were probably suspicious of both, because the objects 
were rather larger than those which the chicks had been 
accustomed to peck at, and because they moved. They 
pecked at them timidly once or twice; but as it was getting 
late, and my chicks were rather sleepy, I felt it my duty, as 
their acting foster-mother, to put them to bed. Next 
morning, when they were fresh and vigorous, 1 rei)eated the 
exi)crinicnt. Again both objeUs, the worm and the cinnabar 
( alerpillar, were pecked at timidly, and eventually taken up 
in the bill and run off with. But the caterpillar, which is 
known to be distasteful to most birds, was dropped at once; 
wliile the womi was, alter some comical efforts, bolted. 
Subsequently tlic caterpillar was occasionally pecked at, 
and niuic liciiucnlly merely looked at; but soon it was led 
unnoticed. Fresh small worms, on the other hand, were at 
once and with confidence snapped up and carried off, 
causing a most exciting chase, the fortunate possessor being 
allowed no peace for the delightful efforts necessary for 
swallowing the worm. 1 have, with other chicks, tried 
biaiiiar expeiimeiils with cinnabar caterpillars and loopeis, 
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or other edible caterpilhirs of about the same size, and with 
similar results. And wUh ducklings the results are again 
similar. In no case, I may mention, was the cateri)illar 
injured or the skin broken. 

In these experiments and observations the points to be 
noticed arc, first, the absence of any instinctive acquaintance 
with the difference between a nice worm and a nasty cater- 
pillar ; secondly, rapid profiting by experience after a few 
jiractical trials ; third^, arising out of this, the discriminating 
by sight between the two objects ; fourthly, the association 
of a nasty taste, or perhaiis a disagreeable odour, with one 
of the objects, and pleasant gustatory results with the other; 
and, fifthly, guidance of subsequent action in accordance 
with tlic results of experience. In the last two points we 
have, in an elementary form, the basis of intelligent adapta- 
tion to circumstances. Intelligence, as I use the word in 
this work, is founded on experience ; it involves the associa- 
tion of impressions and ideas, and it implies a power of 
^.onfrol over the motor responses. 

Let us now take a case illustrative of a rather moie 
advanced st^ge of intelligence. I kept the chicks in my 
study, near a small gas-stove, so that I might regulate the 
lein[)eratuic. Lor niy first brood I made a sort of yard, 
paved with newspaper, and with news[>apcr walls i)roi)ped 
agninst the fender, rugs, and so fortli. (I now use wiie 
netting.) At one side the turned-up newspaper rested 
against a chair. lUackie was a week old, and particularly 
bright and fresh, perhap.s in consecpiencc of his hearty meal 
of w^)rstcd. He was standing near the edge of the yard, 
jiecking vigorously and persistently at something, which I 
discovered to be the number of the page of the newspaper. 
He then transferred his attention and his efforts to the some- 
what turned in corner of the newspaper, which was just 
within his reach. Seizing this, he pulled at it, bending the 
newspaper down, and thus making a breach in the wall ©f 
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my yard. Through this breach he stepped out into the 
wider w^orld of my study. I put the paper back as before, 
caught the errant blackie, and placed liim in the yard, near 
the scene of his former efforts. He again pecked at the 
corner of the paper, again pulled it down, and again escaped. 
I then put him back as far as possible from this weak place 
in my poultry-yard. Presently, ' after some three or four 
minutes, he sauntered round to the corner, repeated his 
previous procedure, and again made hi!i escape. 

Unquestionably this is a more complex case of intelli- 
gence than the one I gave before. But it is of the same 
order. It was founded on experience; it involved the asso- 
ciation of im])ressions and ideas ; and it implied a power of 
profiting by the experience through the association, '’fhe 
chick found that a certain action, performed in the first 
instance, it would seem, wiihout any view to any particular 
result, produced certain effects ; those effects were pleasur- 
able ; an association was formed between the idea of pecking 
at that corner and the idea of walking out into the room. 
And, subsequently, the action of pulling down the newspapei 
was repeated for precisely the same reason that Ijic action of 
])icking up the worm was repeated — namely, because it had 
b come associated through experience with pleasurable 
consequences. 

In Animal Behaviour I have described the results of 
further observations on young birds; but tliey serve only 
to reinforce the conclusions above drawn. As before 
noticed. Dr Stout would interpret the action of Blackic in 
pulling down the newspaper in terms of “meaning.^^ In- 
stead of saying that an association was formed between 
the idea of pecking at that corner of the newspaper and the 
idea of w\alking out, he would say that through association 
pecking at that corner meant escape. This more syntlu tK' 
mode of statement is preferable to that which seems to give 
to the several ideas free and independent existence. 
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CHAPTER XIII. 

THE PERCEPTION OP RELATIONS. 

' r^HE comi)lcxity oT consciousness is so intricate, and yet 
* so orderly, that it is difficult to trace all the varied 
til reads of our mental tapestry. In previous chapters we 
have endeavoured, in our analysis, to pick out some of 
these threads. We have seen that in our visual impressions, 
sight being for us the dominant sense, retinal sensations 
coalesce or combine with motor sensations, and that seem- 
ingly simple impressiuns are therefore the products of a subtle 
synthesis. When we sec a violet, the retinal sensations 
Homewhal differently grouped in the two eyes, enter into 
svnthctic union with certain motor sensations, the con- 
comitants of movements of and wdthin the eyeballs, whence 
arises an impression of a coloured and shaded object, pos 
sessed of a certain form, and located just there in the 
midst of a nicirginal field. But this impression forms the 
nucleus around w^hich representative elements cluster. The 
visual field, how it is lighted and how the shadows fall, the 
relative size of the subsidiary objects, their grouping around 
the focal object, — all these involve representative elements 
which serve, so to speak, to give further body to the mental 
I)u-lure, and which result from a vast amount of visual 
experience, whereby retinal and motor elements have en- 
tered into a close co-ordinat ni, Tlie violet is a visual 
impression ; but it is something more, — it is a centre of 
aggregation. Its fragrant odour, for example, is suggested ; 
and forme, as I have before mentioned, a particular spot in 
a quaint old garden, often visited in childhood, lias a ten- 
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deucy lo come to mind. 'I'hal is to say, violets have a 
strong tendency, through association, to form the focal 
starting-point of a representative visual scene. 

So far we have been dealing with the presentative ele- 
ments of impressions, and with their representative revivals. 
Impressions as such are constituted solely by presentative 
elements synthetically combined, though they may rapidly 
accrete around themselves in further synthesis representative 
elements ; and these representative elements, so far as we 
have already considered them, are merely the revivals of 
those sensations which constitute the presentative elements. 
And here it may be well to add a reminder that we defined 
a sensation as an undecomposable element in consciousness, 
due to an afferent impulse, or a combination of afferent 
impulses. Our analysis disclosed sensations of the special 
senses (retinal, auditory, olfactory, and so forth), sensations 
of pain and of general sensibility, motor sensations, and, it 
would seem, sensations of distance and solidity. These 
latter w^e found to be due to the combination of afferent 
impulses, which are probably physiological and infra-con- 
scious. And it will be remembered that, in reply to the 
(juestion, luJiy the combination of certain infra conscious 
impulses gives rise to a sensation havir^g the (Quality of dis- 
lam e or of solidily, I said that I did nut pretend to know. 
It is like the cpiestion why a combination of carbon and 
sulphur in certain proportions gives something so different 
liom cither constituent as the colourless liquid carbon 
disul[)hidc. We can only say that, so far as we know, this 
is the way things arc constituted. We here reach the limits 
of scientific analysis. In like manner of distance and 
solidity, we can only say that, under given conditions of 
stimulation, that is the form which impressions assume. 
Science cannot say why. Science has to be content with 
the fact that, so far as it is at present able to ascertain, this 
i ibe Way in which such impressions are coiRStituted. 
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But the important 'point for us to notice in the present 
connection is that outness, position in the visual field, and 
solidity, are already given in the visual impression, and that 
they acquire their significance for practical conduct through 
their correlation with tactual, auditory, and other impres- 
sions. This correlation is based on association ; and what 
I have just termed “significance” is the suggestion of 
tactual, auditory, or other representative states on the occur- 
rence of visual impressions. In and through this correlation 
the presentativc elements, which our analysis has disclosed, 
together with their representative revivals, enter into fuller 
and more complex synthesis; but in the syntliesis, these 
sensation elements (and their revivals), and these alone are 
present. If it be said that in addition to these elements 
there is the synthetic consentience itself which combines 
them into new mental compounds, I would reply that this is 
not only true, but is involved in the conception of psycho- 
logy as a science. We study psychology in order that wc 
may ascertain the laws of tlie combinations which lead to 
the genesis of mental products, just as we study chemistiy 
thnt wc may ascertain the laws of the combinations which 
lead to chemical products. If there were no synthetic 
activity in cither case, there would be no science of psychology 
or of chemistry. Such activities in nature arc what wc 
endeavour to give a generalised statement of in the primary 
laws of nature. 'I'hesc laws arc, wc believe, universal laws. 
The ac tivities in question are not ])cculiar to and resident 
in hidividual units, whether these individuals be organism:, 
trt crystalline products of chemical combination. They aic 
general or, in philosophic ])hrasc, universal, and are mani- 
fested in the individual only n so fiir as the individual is a 
constituent unit in die universal. This is now freely 
admitted in chemistry .-nd in biology; until it is as freely 
admitted for mental products, psycliology will either fall 
below or soar above the level of sc'oiiec. From the stiictly 
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em[)irical point of view, it may be said that there is nothing 
in the impression or its idea but a synthesis of conscious 
sensations and infra-conscious impulses (or their revivals). 
And if a disci])le of Leibnitz would bid us add, “Yes, 
nothing, save the synthetic principle 7vhich combines themP 
this may be freely admitted, on the distinct understanding 
that the synthetic “ principle ” is strictly analogous to the 
synthetic “principle^’ by which carbon and. sulphur in due 
proportions combine to form carbon bisulphide, or by 
which carbonate of lime crystallizes as calcite. And by 
strictly anahjgoiis [ mean that in each case we are dealing 
with natural law. But if it be meant that the “ principle 
of synthesis is .something supernatural, — not the inner 
essence of the natural process, but something superadded 
thereto, — then we must reject the hypothesis as unnecessary, 
and not in line with the results of investigation in other 
detJartments of knowledge. And this, I need hardly add, 
were it not that it is so easy for students of mental science 
to misundevsland each other,- -this, I say, is no denial of 
mental individuality. Such denial would be on the face of 
it absurd ; it i.s merely the idacing of mental individuality in 
line with organic individuality, as the natural product of the 
complex interaction of natural laws. 

Wc have now U; pass Oii to the consideration of other 
factors of mental i)r(;ducts by the synthetic incorporation of 
which these products take on new and higher characters. 

'Fhe visual impressions are different according as tlie 
(-‘ojeU Is near or far, and located h.cre or there in the visual 
held. ^Ve explain this by saying that (he object is seen in 
relation to other oijjccls in space. Jiiil such explanation 
involves the ])erceplion of tlic relation as such. Until the 
relation sliall have been perceived, it is imtiossiblc to view 
tile objects in the light of the* relationsbit). And so long as 
we are dealing simjdy with imjnessions in naive sense- 
ex, n.:rit nee, the relationship need not yet have been 
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perceived. The relations may have been implicitly there, 
hut they may not yet have become explicit. Tlmy may not 
yet have been brought to the focus of consciousness. I 
look around me in my room, and fix my eyes, and my 
attention on this, on that, and on the other familiar object. 
With each new centre of vision and of attention there is n 
new grouping of the visual scene in relation to a new focus. 
But as I do so, my mind need never for a moment dwell on 
the relationships of the objects to each other in space. 
Related in space they are, and I can perceive the relations. 
But I may look around me for hours without paying any 
attention to them — without their ever coming to the focus 
of my consciousness. No doubt, tJie fact that such 
relations have been clearly grasped lends a subconscious 
relational tone to my mental synthesis. Rut for the little 
child, this is probably not so. For the child has not yet 
risen to the perception of relations; the relationships for 
him have, I conceive, never become focal. For him tlic 
mental products are impressions, and nothing more ; for rne 
they are percepts in so far as they carry with them this 
relational tone. A percept* is an impression to which is 
added a conscious or subconscious t'.crception of relation 
to the subject or to other objects. And we have now to 
endeavour to ascertain the psycliological nature of the 
percejUion of relations. 

As I look around me, and transfer my attention from one 
object to another, tliere is at each trnn.sference a transition 
in consciousness. If we symbolize by h;Ucrs the succeed- 

* Were 1 re-writing this wi.rK I .sliouhl employ s^ inc suclt phrase as 
(he render/fii,^ focal of rclcitiom a .-ich for “the pere«‘|'ti'm of relations.'* 
The term “peiceptiun" is reseived for li\o si>lKTe of sense- 

cxpericnce. Aj'ia.rt from the plir.iseolnyy si^cd, the es'.mtial proce-^s 
which I wished to bring oiu i/t thio 'hapt 'r is tlic disentangling of the 
relations as distinct fact* iS id (imuiUit. .-iml this is mainly effected, as 
Dr Stout Will sliow's, fhiongh fhc process of compari'^on. [moj.] 
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mg states of ronsdoiisness, we have a series which may be 
tlius fornuilaled ; — 

r — s — n — y — t — v. 

But consciousness is continuous. The states r s &:c., are 
not isolated from one another, but form phases in a series, 
one of whose attributes is continuity. And we sense or are 
aware of the transitions as they pass. We do not fix our 
attention upon them. Our attention Is engaged by the 
substantive states themselves. Our attention passes from r 
to and from s to «, and so on. The consciousness of 
transition is altogether marginal, and in the case of the little 
child has, I conceive, never become other than marginal. 
Let us try and think ourselves into the condition of early 
childhood. There are placed before us three wafers or 
counters, two red and one blue. We look at them in 
succession, so that first a red wafer, and then another red 
wafer, and then a blue wafer, occupies the focus of vision 
and of consciousness, the sequence therefore being red 
wafer — red wafer — blue wafer. As we do so we feel 
that there is a transition in consciousness, first from red to 
red, and then from red to blue. When the transition is 
from red to red, we sense or are aware that the focal im- 
pressions are “similar;’’ when the transition is from red to 
1)1 lie, we sense the focal impressions as dissimilar. Now 
Iiere the point to be noticed is that the similarity or dis- 
similarity is not in the focal states themselves, but in the 
transitions from one to another. In the absence of the red 
wafer, there would be no sense of dissimilarity produced by 
the impression of the blue one. It is only when the 
attention is transferred from red to red, or from red to 
blue, that we are aware of the similarity or dissimilarity 
between them. It must, however, be clearly understood 
that it is with the mere awareness of that which is inter- 
preted by perception as similarity or dissimilarity that I am 
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SO far dealing. Our three wafers are moreover lo he 
icgarded as illustrative and represantative of any kind ol 
similarity or dissimilarity. Let us suppose that for the red 
wafers, there are substituted two sweets, and for the blue 
wafer, a piece of coal or chalk. A child who has as yet no 
clear perception of similarity may be aware of the likeness 
of one sweet to the other, and practically act upon this 
awareness, and may likewise be aware of the dissimilarity of 
the piece of coal or ^chalk to the sweets. So too a rliild 
may be subconsciously sensible of the similarity of two 
leaden bullets the one to the other, and of the dissimilarity 
of a clay marble to either of them, and yet have no clear 
perception of the relation of likeness or unlikeness. 

It will be noticed that we are compelled to explain in 
terms of relationships (because we cannot explain in any 
other terms), the mental condition prior to the perception 
of relations. We are forced to use the words “ similarity ” 
and ‘‘dissimilarity,” “ likeness ” and “ unlikeness,” for that 
^ncrc awareness of a transition in consciousness, which in 
the light of perception will become (but is not yet) 
simdarity or dissimilarity. We are inevitably driven to 
employ the language of anticipation. And I know not how 
better to make clear the distinction I would draw, than by 
laying stress upon the verb, and by saying that a little child 
emlowed only with sense-experience, senses or is aware of 
the similarity between two sweets, and the dissimilarity 
between a sweet and a pie< e of chalk, but docs not perc(*ive 
the ^nmilarity or dissimilarity ; or, to put it in another way, 
tliat he senses the sweets as similar, and the chalk as 
dissimilar, but does not perceive the similarity or dis 
similarity as a relation. AnvJ. that because the sweets or 
the chalk monopolise the torus of consciousness, because 
the child has not yet had occas'on to look within on the 
workings of his own mind, because the faculty of perception 
is not yet developed. 
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It will possibly be said by some of those who have not 
quite caught my meaning, that to account for the origin of 
the perception of relations, I am, by a piece of badly con- 
cealed thimble-rigging, introducing into sense-experience 
that of which I feign to be in search. I first assert that in 
sense-experience, as such, there is no perception of 
relations; I pretend to inquire how these relations as 
objects of perception have arisen ; and thereupon proceed 
to assume that there is in sense-experience a dim “ aware- 
ness,” or “sensing” of those transitions in consciousness 
which will be eventually perceived as relations ; thus 
slipping the relational pea beneath the thimble of sense- 
experience. I do not think that this would be a just 
criticism. In any case, I am desirous of laying bare all my 
assumptions. I assume then that in sense-experience there 
are impressions and ideas ; and that, since sense-experience 
is continuous, there is also a consciousness of the transitions 
between these impressions or ideas. Two objects, A and B, 
are placed before a being in the stage of sense-experience. 
The eyes are fixed first on one and then on the other. 
Inhere is an impression of A follovred by an impression of B. 
.\nd these successively occupy the focus of consciousness. 
But there is also the transition from one to the other, which 
since it does not in any way interest sense-experience, 
remains marginal. And this transition it is which, when 
focussed through reflection, becomes the relation between 
A and B, the focussing of it being termed the perceiving of 
the relation. The relation does not become a unit for thought 
uutil it is thus perceiDcd or focussed, I'hc distinction is 
not an easy one to grasp, but will I trust become clearer as 
we proceed h 

Similarity and dissimilarity are the most generalised rela- 
tions that we know ; for objects may resemble or differ from 
each other in a great variety of respects. If, then, these 
relationships are the expression of the transition in con- 
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sciousness from one focal state to another, it would seem 
likely that all relations between impressions and their ideas 
are primitively given in consciousness as the transitions 
from one focal state to another. Such, I believe, is invari- 
ably the case. And the transitions in the 7idive everyday 
life of practical experience are persistently marginal. In 
endeavouring to interpret therefore the consciousness of 
the little cliild, we m^ say tliat the submiscious aimrefiess of 
relaiio)^ prior to the advent of peixeptioii has its origin in the 
transitions of consciousness front one focal state to another . 
and further, that in the unreflcctire flow of consciousness the 
transitions cue entirely marginal. 

Let us now return to our symbolic representation of the 
sequence of focal states of consciousness, consisting of im 
pressions or their ideas ; — 

r — s— n — y — t — v. 

Tt is clear that though wc may l)e aware of the transiti»n, 
s.iy fr(un r to x, as it occurs, wc cajinot in the act of 
passag<i sense it in its comj)lcteness ; for in the act of 
passage the transition is not yet completed. And when it is 
completed, and s is reached, it is the impression or idea 5*, 
and not the transition that led to it, which occupies the 
focus of consciousness. The matter may be put concisely 
thus : — Every relation involves two related terms ; until the 
second term is given the relation is incomplete ; but :il the 
moment of passage from the first to the second, the latter is 
not yet given. Hence it is impossible to sense a relation in 
its completeness during the transition which is its i)sycholo- 
gicnl equivalent. 

We have now to consider how we do come to perceive 
relations in their comple'.encss, and how we ubtam definite 
and clear-cut perceptions of relation. 

Since it is impossilile to gel a complete and precise per- 
ception of th(' relation of to y as th ; wave of consrioiis 
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ness is passing from the one to the other, and since it is 
necessary for the perception of a relation that both related 
terms should be giv(ui, it is dear that it is only by looking 
l »ack on the past course of the psychical wave that wc can 
definihtly i)eiccivc the relationship which was previously 
only sensed. In other words, the perception of a relation 
(that is to say, the making of the relation focal) involves 
introspection, which, as we have already seen, is also relro- 
sjieclion or reflection. If therefore our symbolic illustration 

r — s — n — y — t, 

he taken in illustration of the flow of impressions or ideas 
in sense-experience, the connecting links being marginal in 
consciousness, the formula * 

1 — s n — y, &c., 

may be taken as roughly illustrating the retrospection or 
reflection necessary for the perception of a relation, or tlie 
focussing, as idea, of a transition in consciousness. 

It will he well to consider first the perception of a simple 
space-relation. Let us direct our attention to the relation 
of the point marked a to that marked c. 

(h 


Fig. 


13 - 


As we do so, our eyes travel to and fro hot ween the two. 
J 'irst, a is focal, and c marginal ; then c is focal, and a mar- 

" The curve iiidicalc'i tliat the i<lea n deals wilh the tiansitiun 
between r and s. There is, of c.ause;^ no backward How of the wave of 
consciousness, which p:\ srcs onwards through r — s — n — y, ike., in 
orderly sequence. 
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ginal ; and finally, the eye is perhaps fixed on tlie centre of 
the vacant space between them, both a and c being marginal 
With the eye thus fixed, the visual impression is that of a 
pair of points ; but if consciousness is focussed on their 
relation to each other, we have a perception of this relaticm 
as such. But since the perception is thus directly produced 
by making the relation focal, and the related terms mar- 
ginal, where is the juslification for saying that the perception 
of relations involves reflection and retrospection? Remem- 
ber how the perception of the relation is reached. First a 
is focussed with ^ marginal, and then r is focussed with a 
marginal Then, and then only, when each related tcim 
has in turn been focal to consciousness, can wc make both 
marginal, and focus the relation itself. In our diagrammatic 

scheme r — s — n, r is the impression of <7, s the impres- 
sion of and « the transition from the former impression 
in the latter ; and therefore as a present and focal state of 
consciousness, is symbolic of experience gained in preceding 
moments of consciousness. Moreover, — and this perhaps 
is the most important feature of the process, — that which is 
thus symbolised is not any previous impression, but the 
transition between impressions. And it is difficult to see 
hov/ completed transitions in consciousness could he per- 
ceived and symbolised without reflection; that is to say, 
without looking back upon the past course of the psychical 
wave. No doubt the reflection here is only embryonic 
and germinal No doubt the process is only incipiently 
introspective and retrospective. But therein lies its chief 
interest; for we seem to have here, in the perception of 
a simple space relation, the nrst step into a new realm of 
conscious experience, — a realm of well-nigh boundless 
extent. 

I.,et us now extend our spatial diagram as under - 
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a c b 


Fig. 14. 

Having perceived the relation of a to r, we transfer our 
attention to c and and proceed to make the relation be- 
tween them focal just as we did for ^and r. Having done 
S(j we may proceed a step farther and deal with the group 
a c b. We then perceive that the relation of ^7 to r is in all 
respects similar to the relation of c to b. We are here, be 
it noticed, perceiving a relation between relations and one 
which involves similarity of distance and similarity of direc- 
tion, 'Phe case is more complex, but it does not involve 
any new order of perception. We are still dealing with a 
transition in consciousness from one focal state to another, 
and it makes no difference in principle whether the focal 
states between which the transition takes place are im[)rcs- 
sions such as a and r, or perceptions of relation such as 
ac and c Ik Tn this case in our diagrammatic scheme 

r — s — ?/, r is the relation of a to r, s the relation of 
c to b^ and n the relation of r to s. 

We may now proceed a step farther, and make our figure 
more complex ; - 

.d 


* CL mC 




• e 


Fig. 1$. 
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Let us direct our aftention to the relations of d to r and 
c to e. We soon perceive that the relation of d to c is 
similar to that between c and e. We repeat, in fact, with 
respect to the group dee the experience we gained with the 
group a c b. But if we take the relation of e a to e d in the 
group a e d, we find a dissimilarity in the relations, and that 
in two respects. For first the distance c a? is less than the 
distance c a; and secondly, the direction c d\^ different from 
the direction c a, case is again somewhat more com- 

plex, but it introduces no new order of perceptions, though 
it does show that the relations may be definitely perceived 
to be either (i) similar or (2) dissimilar to each other. 

It should be clearly noted that in the perception of lela- 
tions consciousness is merely dealing in a new way with old 
materials. I^ong before we pay attention to, and definitely 
perceive space relations, we are marginally subconscious of 
them. We are aware of them, and practically act upon our 
awareness, but we have not learnt the trick of making them 
local in consciousness. Nor have we in our early days 
much liced to do so, since marginal awareness amply suffices 
for all the purposes of practical experience. Tt is only when 
we seek to des'cribe things for our neighbours’ behoof or 
for oi:r own satisfaction, that relations arc dragged into the 
focus. Ask a boy of five or .six to describe to you how he 
peifi)nns some simple and familiar operation. He will 
probably want to show you how it is done. Bui if you 
meet him with a recpiesi to he told, not sliown, how it is 
done, you will ])robably soon see how puzzled he is. lie 
cannot describe it except in terms of relationships which 
he has only sensed and not yet perceived. It is not the 
mere W'ords that he lacks ; it the ideas which lie in an 
unfamiliar field. lie has to look back upon his past 
experience to see how he lid it, and he is not much given 
to such reflection. 

Another p>nnt that sliouJd (jc noted is that in the case of 
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space relations we have a definite physiological basis for the 
feeling of the transition from a to c or from c to d; for the 
transition in consciousness, when we are dealing with these 
impressions, is accompanied by (if it be not the psychical 
expression of) certain definite movements of the organs of 
vision. When we perceive that the relation of a to c is 
similar to the relation of c to and is dissimilar to the rela- 
tion of c to the physiological basis is to be sought in the 
similarity of eye-movements in the* one case, and the 
difference both in their amount and in their direction in the 
other. 

Once more it should be noted, that although from the 
psychologist's or physiologist’s standpoint space relations 
may be explicable in terms of transitions in consciousness 
or of muscular movements, yet from the point of view of the 
student of physics they are regarded as frankly objective or 
external to the percipient. The psychologist, from the 
nature of his analysis, is bound to regard impressions as 
states of consciousness, and perceptions of relation as 
transitions in consciousness. Bui the physicist in liis 
analysis regards, and is wise in so regarding, both impres- 
sions and perceptions of relation as representative (it is not 
for him {/ud physicist to consider how) of external realities. 
Tt is a grave error in scientific method to import into a 
]:)hysical discussion of objective motion in space and time a 
collateral discussion of psychological questions, still more to 
attempt a statement of the laws of motion -for physical 
pur[)oses in terms of states of consciousnei>s or the transi- 
tions between them. 

We may now [)ass from relations in space to relations in 
time. Both are alike given, from morning to night, in the 
daily routine of ex[)ciience. But both alike remain marginal 
until reflection turns the focal light of consciousness upon 
them. Did the reader notice, as he read what was said 
above with regard to space-relations, that time-relations 
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were lurking throughout in the margin of hi>i coniiriousnc sb 
and only needed special attention in retrospection to render 
them focal ? Yet this is undoubtedly so. The impression 
of the point a was succeeded by that of c, The time relation 
was subconsciously sensed, but was not made focal in con- 
sciousness. As in the case of space relations, so too with 
tinie-relation.s, although w^e feel them as they pass, yet wo 
cannot definitely perceive them until they have t)assed. ^Ve 
have in focussing therfl to look back upon the course of llic 
psychical wave and to fix our attention not upon the ini' 
pressions as such, not upon the space-relations or tlio 
amount and direction of eye-movements in [)assing from 
one to another, but upon the seipience or succession. And 
here, too, it is clear that until the succession a c is completed 
we cannot have an accurate perception of the lime relalion 
involved, or in other words it is only by retrospection that 
such relatiojj can be focussed. 

If we lepiesent diagrammatically, in the accompanying 

1. 2- 

MargiriaL 
FocccL 'it 

Mar^uval ' 

Fig. *6. 

fipuie, Ihe flow of ruiisciousncss hom left to lighf with a 
narrow focal region, and oij Jllicr side of il a marginal 
region ; then in two bucceeding momniis of ru/is’ iousricss 
we have fir.st a focal with c marginal, and llicn d focal with e 
marginal. AVhen we are diiccling our aUeiiiion to s[)a( e- 
relations >ve make a veilieal section of the wave and disregard 



232 INTRODUCTION TO COMPARATIVE PSYCHOLOGV. 

the horizontal flow ; and when we are dfirecting our attention 
to the time-relations we make both vertical and horizontal 
wsections, and perceive a c as simultaneous and a d as 
successive. 

It is probable that the psychological and physiological 
basis of the perception of duration and of sequence is the 
continuance in consciousness and gradual fading of impres- 
sions. If impressions and the sensation elements which go 
to the formation of states of consciousness were strictly 
instantaneous, there could be no continuity of consciousness 
and no perception of duration or of sequence. But impres- 
sions do not appear and disappear in consciousness instan- 
taneously. They take an appreciable time to fade out of 
consciousness. If two notes in succession be played or 
struck on a musical instrument, the first remains marginal 
m consciousnes.‘j when the second has come in to occu])y 
the focus, "riie sound as a psychical experience does not 
cease abruptly, but gently dies away j and such fading of 
impressions probably affords the subconscious material of 
our awareness of duration and succession, and of our sub- 
fsc(]iient percepiion of relation.s in time. And here it is 
worth noting tluit our accurate nieasurcineiit of, and sym- 
bolization of time-relations, i^ through the intervention of 
perceived relations in space, — ihe space passed over by the 
hands of our clocks, the space covered by the movements 
of the heavenly bodies, or the shadow on a sundial, and so 
forth. 

The raw materials of numerical relations, as of tho.se of 
s[)ace and time, are given in our daily experience, and are 
marginally .‘-ensed long before they are focally perceived. 
The child, long before he can count, senses the difference 
between one thing and two things, between two and three, 
l)et\veon three and seveial, between several and many. It 
would not be surprising to find that a clever dog was able to 
distinguish from each other playing-cards, from the ace to 
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the ten. But they would be distinguished through difference 
of sense-impression, not through perception of numerical 
relations. So, too, with succession. One can very readily 
distinguish a succession of three from a succession of four, 
without anything like counting, through the sensing of sense- 
experience. It is, indeed, surprising how large a group of 
sounds, up to sixty-four in my own case, can be appreciated 
as a group without counting. But the perception of 
numerical relations something more than the sensing of a 
group of discrete objects or sounds. It is also to be dis- 
tinguished from the perception of the group as larger or 
smaller. Whether the numerical relations were first per- 
ceived among objects simultaneously presented, or in asso- 
ciation with succession, wc cannot say ; but it is at least 
possible, if not probable, that they arose in close association 
with that phase of time-experience which presents us with 
succession rather than with duration. Run the eye slowly 
from left to right along the shaded diagram (Fig. 17). You 


Fig. 17, 

aic subconsciously aware of the duration of the impression 
it [iroduces. But if you run the eye along the second figure 
(Fig. 1 8), you are aware of succession. The homogeneous 


Fjg. i 8.' 


duration of a continuous impression gives place to a suc- 
cessive series of similar impressions. And in this series you 



234 INtrsODUCTION TO COMPARATIVE PSYCffOLOGV, 

have, not only one aspect of lime-sequcnce, hut also the 
material from which a numerical sequence may, on the 
advent of reflection, be evolved. 

We have already seen that when the attention is trans- 
ferred from a red wafer to another red wafer, or from a red 
one to a blue one, we arc subconsciously aware of the 
similarity or the dissimilarity of the transition in conscious- 
ness. For purposes of daily intercourse, and for purt)oses of 
physical science, we should speak of the ^similarity of the red 
wafers to each otlier, or of the dissimilarity of the red to the 
blue. That is to say, we should attach the similarity to the 
object. But for purposes of psychological analysis we 
regard the matter from a different standpoint. The red 
wafer of the plain man or the physicist is for the psycho- 
logist a substantive impression, and the similarity of the two 
red wafers, or the dissimilarity of a icd and a blue one, is a 
transition in consciousness. So long as this tiansition is 
only subconsciously sensed, we have merely a dim awareness 
of the siniilarity or dissimilaiity ; but when the transition is 
lendered focal, we have a clear perception of the relation. 
And, as in other cases, this pen eption involves reflection, 
l o perceive the relation between the white and the shaded 
di jc in Fig. 1 9, we fix the attention first on one and then on 



l*u; 


i«). 


the other, so as to make first the white focal with the dark 
marginal, and then the dark focal with the while marginal. 
We may then make both discs marginal, and fix the atten- 
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tioii on their similarity of size or their dissimilarity in 
shading, thus rendering, not llie discs themselves, but their 
relation in particular respects, focal to consciousness. 

In perceiving such relations there is no necessity lluit 
there should be eye-movement. If by means of a lantern a 
red disc is thrown on a screen, and then the red be suddenly 
changed to blue, we can perceive the colour-relation, or 
the transition in consciousness from one to the other. Or, 
to take the testimoiiy of other senses, we can perceive the 
similarity or dissimilarity of two succeeding sounds, or of 
two tastes or scents, or pressures, and so forth. 'J"he physi- 
ology of these transitions is not well understood ; but the 
similarity or dissimilarity is presumably l)elween like or 
unlike cortical conditions. Psychologically, what we call a 
perception of similarity is therefore a recognition, through 
retrospection, that two succeeding impressions were in cer- 
tain respects identical, or that the transition was from like to 
like ; while dissimilarity is the perception of a difference in 
the subsequent impression, or that the transition was from 
like to unlike. There must be a transition for the perception 
of similarity or dissimilarity. If there be no transition, we 
do not speak of the similarity of two impressions, l)ut the 
continued duration of a single impression. In any case, the 
essential point to notice is that the definite perception of 
similarity involves the conscious and focal appreciation of 
the relation of likeness as such, and differs from the mere 
subconsciousness or marginal awareness that an impresbion 
is one that has occurred before in previous experience. 

• 'Fluow a street urchin a halfpenny, or a dog a piece of 
biscuit. They do not stop to render focal the similarity of 
the objects to previous halfpennies ov previous bits of 
biscuit. The one goes for ihc focal liall'pcnny; the other 
for the focal biscuit. Their actions show that they are aware 
of the likeness of these impressions to previous impressions ; 
but they show no evidence of making the relation focal. If 
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it 

we say that the dog recognizes the object as a bit of biscuit, 
we must be careful to distinguish between this simple and 
elementary form of recognition^ and that higher form which 
implies a conscious perception of the relationships involved. 
The one is at most a subconscious awareness that the impres- 
sion is not new or is familiar; the other is a fully conscious 
product of reflective thought, ^'hc one is the outcome of 
sense-experience ; the other is a bit of intellectual knowledge. 

Let us here note an important gain® to the mental life 
which is incidental to and the outcome of this process of 
the perception of relations. As we compare with each 
other the objects presented in sense-experience, rendering 
focal this or that relationship which obtains between them, 
we are inevitably forced to pay special attention to those 
attributes or qualities in which the relationsliip specially 
holds good. If we are comparing objects with respect to 
their size, their weight, their hardness, their colour, or any 
other quality or attribute they may possess, and if we are 
focussing the relation in this particular respect, such cpiality 
is necessarily emphasized at the expense of others with 
which it is closely linked in sense-experience. It is thus 
rendered predominant over the others, and is on the high 
ruad to become the abstract idea of intellectual thought. 
Nor can the process of comparison and the perception of the 
parlirular relations between concrete objects of experience 
be carried far, if indeed it can be carried on at all, without 
a dawning conception of the universal validity of the relation- 
ships dealt with in particular instances. Thus the perception 
of relations forms the starting-point of the higher intellectual 
operations which lie in the sphere of conceptual thought as 
it IS developed in mankind. We shall hereafter have 
oc('asion to consider some of the characteristics of con- 
cc{)tual thought. It is here only necessary to observe that 
its foundations arc laid in the pen eption of those relations 
which in it reach explicit abstractness and universality. 
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We must now proceed to note that when once the 
perception of relations has entered into the fabric of the 
mental synthesis, its results become woven through and 
through the tapestry of consciousness, so as to constitute an 
abiding background. When once relations of space, time, 
number, size, and so forth, have been perceived, representa- 
tive perceptions may be called up by association, not neces- 
sarily into proniineice, but into the marginal background of 
consciousness. The sportsman’s recognition of the partridge 
he brings down is different from the dog’s recognition, 
because for the sportsman there is a subconscious back- 
ground of relationships which have been perceived, while 
for the dog this subconscious* background is, as I believe, 
absent. This suffusion of all our impressions with more or 
less of a definitely relational tone, is what raises them to the 
level of percepts. For, as I before said, the percept is an 
impression to which is added a conscious or subconscious 
perception of relation to the subject or to other objects; 
or, as we may otherwise phrase it, the percept is an impres- 
sion set in a relational background. In previous chapters 
we have intentionally neglected or endeavoured to eliminate 
all that differentiates the impression from the percept. Now 
it is necessary to introduce this factor in the mental synthesis, 
a factor which is, as I believe, distinctively human. Animals 
and little children live in a world of impressions and ideas, 
set in a background of dimly-sensed relations which have 
never been i)erceived as such. For fully develoiH'd man 
ihe world is a Avorld of percepts, set in a background of 
relations which have been consciously grasped. It will be 
noted, however, that it is not the focal impression itself but 
its marginal sotting which is thus modified. And since we 
can, in analytic thought, dissociate the impiessiun from its 
setting, we may perhaps fairly hope that what we have 
already endeavoured to establish foncerning impressions, in 
sense-experience or consentience, is nowise invalidated by 
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the fact that in us the setting is different from that which 
forms the subconscious background in the infant and, as I 
shall hereafter more definitely suggest, in the animal. 

We will take one more example of a relation, the definite 
perception of wliich differs markedly from the marginal 
awareness which is its precursor in mental development; 
and this relation we may term that of association. There 
are a thousand and one occurrences in our daily life which 
afford a basis in exj^crience for the perception of such a 
relation. Numberless events are associated with definite 
consequences. 'I'he occurrence of any one of these begets 
a feeling of expectation of that which is its normal associate. 
I'he child secs a sweet, and as he stretches out his hatjd for 
it there rises in his mind, through association, an idea of its 
taste. The taste is suggested by the visual impression, and 
7 ite say that the two are associated ; but for the child there 
need not be, and probably is not, any perception of the 
association. The daily life of many of the lower animals is 
moulded by certain practically constant associations in expe- 
rience ; thus it is they obtain food, thus they avoid danger. 
But there is no reason to suppose that they can or do per- 
ceive these associations as such. Relationships, even the 
most constant — those by which experience is continually 
guided — are beyond them, because it is only through refiec- 
tion that the relationship can be perceived. The most that 
we can say is, that through sense-experience they are dimly 
and subconsciously aware of these constant associations. 
They sense where they cannot perceive. 

Knough has now been said in elucidation of the distinction 
between the focal perception of relations and the mere 
marginal awareness of the transitions in consciousness from 
impression to impression. It is of the essence of experience 
as given in our daily life that substantive impressions stand 
out like clear cut figures in the midst of a number of more 
01 h;ss dim and shadowy spectres in the marginal region 01 
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the conscious field. And it is just because there is in 
consciousness not only a focus but also a margin, any spectre 
in which may subsequently become a focal and clear-cut 
figure, that we sense or arc aware of the relations which the 
figures and spectres bear to each other. So long as our 
interest is centred in the figures thcmselve.s, their relations to 
each other are merely incidental. But if we wish to describe 
the conscious we are forced to bring the relation- 

ships into focal prominence. No description, still less any 
explanation or knowledge, properly so-called, is tiossible, 
except in terms of the relations which the figures and 
spectres bear to each other. To describe, to explain, to 
understand a scene, one has to dwell upon it reflectively and 
note the relations which its several parts bear to each otlter. 
Try to describe the simplest visual scene, or a common- 
place sequence of events, and see if you can do so without 
using words which render focal the relationships involved. 
An infant or a dog cannot understand the simplest possible 
description, because the words which stand for the relation- 
ships have no meaning. The words which stand for im- 
])rcssions may have suggestive value. The word “ cat ” or 
“rats” may have for the dog a very definite suggestive 
value ; and hence some people fancy that when they say to 
their dog “ there is a cat in the garden,” the animal under 
stands what they say. But there is no evidence that the 
dog understands. It is quite sufficient to sup])ose that the 
word “ cat ” has suggestive force, all the rest being for the 
dog mere surplusage of sound. Those who have had 
experience in teaching tricks to dogs or other clever animals 
will be well aware how futile it is to descri[)e or explain what 
they are to do. \Vc will not, however, ])ur<uc further at 
present the bearing on animal psychology of what we have 
learnt in this cha])tcr. But the fact that we cannot describe, 
still less explain, without rendering, the relationships explicit 
and focal, justifies the suggestion that tiie perception of 
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relationship, rendered possible by reflection or retrospection, 
was, in the evolution of man, rendered necessary for the 
purposes of social communication. 

The mode of origin of the perception of relations, is 
admittedly one of the most difificult steps in psychological 
development to explain and render probable from the 
evolution standpoint. The explanation here offered does 
not lay claim to be in all respects adccpiate and complete. 
But I believe it is on the right lines. In the simplest ex- 
periences of daily life there are given what we may term, by 
anticipation, space-relations and time-relations, and arising 
out of these, relations of size or extent of space-occupancy 
and of duration or extent of time occupancy ; numerical re- 
lations and relations of normal association ; relations of 
colour, tone, and illumination among visual objects ; of 
pitch, intensity, and timbre among sounds ; of sweet and 
bitter among tastes ; of pungent, aromatic, and so fortli, 
among scents ; of varying pressure and temperature, and all 
the other differences, among sense-data ; and in the midst 
of all these, relations of similarity and dissimilarity. All of 
these, and, ns life becomes more complex, other less simple 
relationships arc given, and may eventually, in the course of 
mental development, be perceived. And my object has been 
to show that, as primarily given in unreflective sense- 
experience, they remain marginal in consciousness, b\it that 
eventually they may become focal through the perception of 
relations. 
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CHAPTER XIV 

i?o anijWazs perceive relations. 

W HEN I take % walk across the downs with Tony, a 
fox-terrier pup, T carry with me a stick ; for it is 
his delight to race after it and bound back with it in his 
mouth. The other '•day I took with me a heavy-knobbed 
stick, a Kaffir knob-kerrie. At first he seized this by the 
middle ; but to carry it thus was an awkward, lop-sided, un- 
balanced operation, and by the close of the afternoon he had 
profited by an hour or two of experience, and seized the 
stick near the knob end. Now such a proceeding can be 
completely explained in terms of sense-experience. The 
process was throughout one of trial and error ; gradually he 
found the most comfortable way of carrying that stick, and 
ado])ted it. Incidentally he was solving in a practical way 
a proldem in mechanics ; he was finding the centre of gravity 
of the stick. Incidentally, too, he gave me an opportunity 
of [)erreiving that the centre of gravity had certain space- 
relations. It lay within about seven inches of the knob end 
of the stick. But is there any reason to suppose that Tony 
perceived this relationship in even a rudimentary and 
indefinite way ? I could see none, 'rhrough sense- ex- 
jicrience he became aware in a practical way of hoiv best to 
deal with tlie stick. There i.s no necessity for the adequate 
explanation of all that I observed to suppose that the pup 
perceived the relations as such ; the relations at most may 
be regarded as implicit in practical performance hy certain 
activities,- not as cxpli^'it in focal perception. ‘ If therefore 
the canon we have already laid down is to be adopted, 

Q 



242 INTRODUCIION TO COMPARATIVE PSYCHOLOGY* 

i 

namely, that in no case is an animal activity to be interpreted 
as the outcome of a higher psychical faculty, if it can he 
fairly interpreted as the outcome of one which stands lower 
in the psychological scale, — if, I say, this canon is to he 
adopted, then we are hound to interpret the action of the 
dog as performed through sense-experience alone. And it 
will conduce to clearness if I here distinctly state that in 
scfise-experience and in adaptation to circumstances, 

there is no perce])tion of relations. < Tliis absence of per- 
ception is part of the connotation of these terms as I employ 
them in this work. That is to say, if the dog does 
perceive relations, then he displays something more than 
sense experience and intelligence. 

But is not the distinction, on which so much stress is 
here laid, after all a somewhat trivial one? What does it 
all come to but the distinction between, on the one hand, 
the marginal aw'areness of certain transitions in conscious- 
ness, and, on the other hand, tlie focal and clear cut per- 
ceptions of the sa///e transitions? Obviously, I myself think 
the distinction an important one, or 1 should not lay such 
stress upon it. But, of course, if my critic sees no dLstinction 
wwth the drawing between an undefined marginal awareness 
and a well-defined focal idea ; no distinction worth the 
drawing between passing on in consciousness from.impression 
to impression and rcllectively directing the attention to the 
nature of the transitions between them; no distinction worth 
the drawing between the //a/rc’ reception of •a sequence of 
experiences and the l)Cginnings of introst)ection, tlicre is an 
end of the matter between ns. We must agree to differ, It 
iqqiears to me that the distiiu'tion between marginal elements 
imi)licit in expeiience and focal ideas cx[)licit to consciousness 
is a real one ; that the distinction between merely sensing a 
transition and finajssliig the attention upon it is a valid one ; 
afid that the distinction helween mf/re expericnccv and intro- 
..oection which involves reflection, is mat a matter of mere 
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psychological hair-sf>litting. And of this I am convinced, 
that if once the transition from sense-experience to reflective 
introspection be admitted as one not beyond the possibilities 
of natural development, the comparative psychologist may 
rest assured that the natural genesis, through process of 
evolution, of mind in all its pJiases up to the very highest, is 
an hypothesis the validity of which ran no longer be seriously 
questioned. If once tlie percei)tion of relations and the 
beginnings of retrospection be granted as possible by natural 
process of mental development, the key of the evolutionist 
position is won. 

To return to the experiment with the fox terrier pup and 
the knob-stick, I repeat that, so far as I am able to judge, 
all that 1 observed was capable of interpretation on the 
hypothesis that the dog was guided in its actions by intelli- 
gence, profiting by the associations established in sense- 
experience. And now I would ask, Of what practical service 
would it be to the fox-terrier pup to make the relations focal 
in percci)tion? I am unable to sec that it would be of any 
[iractical service or advantage to him as a fox-terrier ; and 
being of no practical service or advantage to him, I am 
unable to see what grounds we have for sut)[)osing that this 
faculty has been develoiied in him or in his race. And 
where, it may be asked, is the practical service and advan- 
tage of the perception of relations to primitive man, whose 
rude needs and free wild life may have been in early times 
but little different from those of the brutes around him? 
1 reply that the pcn'eplion of relations is a necessary factor 
in the evolution of descriptive intercommunication. It is a 
sheer impossibility to describe, not merely to indicate by 
gesture or by practical demo*- 'tration, but to d('srrik\ where 
to seize the knob-kerrie, so that it may he comfortably 
balanced, without perceiving or rendering f(Kal the space- 
relations. I would ask the reader to try to do so ; for his 
inevitable failure will aid bun in understanding what I mean, 
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When I said just now that the percefition of relations, as 
such, would be of no service or advantage to the fox-terrier 
pup, I assumed that among dogs, and animals generally, the 
power of descriptive intercommunication has not been 
evolved. That they have some powers of indicative com- 
munication, both by gesture and by the emission of sounds, 
is not likely to be called in question by any one who has 
observed animals ; but 1 am not satisfied that there is any 
sufficient evidence that animals have powers of descriptive 
intercommunication. Let us briefly consider the powers that 
they unquestionably have, and contrast them with the powers 
the possession of which by animals is doubtful. 

I have already briefly described the sounds emitted by 
young chicks, and stated my opinion of their suggestive 
value. They afford a good example of one type of indica- 
tive intercommunication. They are indicative of emotional 
states. This type of intercommunication is of wide preva- 
lence and of great importance in the animal world. The 
song of birds is an elaborated example of such intercom- 
munication. It is indicative of certain emotional states, 
and I think unquestionably suggestive of answering emo- 
tions. And among birds in which class we have this 
elaborated example of intercommunication through sounds, 
wc have also an elaborated example, in love-anlics and 
display of i)Iumage, of similar indicative communication by 
gesture. There can be little doubt that the dog, both by 
sound and gesture, — the tail being a most important organ 
of communication, — i.s able to indicate the nature of his 
emotional states. And sucli powers of indicative communi- 
tion are dou])tless to many animals of marked service and 
advantage in the state of nature. I will quote an example, 
which a])]jcarsto me a pertinent one, from a pamphlet by Mr 
H. B. Medlicott r — ‘‘ Jn the early dawn of a grey morning,” 
he says, “ I was geologising along the base of the Muhair 
Hills in South Behar, when all of a sudden there was a 
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Stampede of many pigs from the fringe of the jungle, with 
porcine shrieks of sauve-qui-peut significance. After a short 
run in the open they took to the jungle again, and in a few 
minutes there was another uproar, but different in sound 
and in action ; there was a rush, presumably of the fighting 
members, to the spot where the row began, and after some 
seconds a large leopard sprang from the midst of the 
scuffle. In a few bounds he was in the open, and stood 
looking back, licking his chaps. The pigs did not bieak 
cover, but continued on their way. They were returning to 
their lair after a night’s feeding in the plain, several fiiinilies 
having combined for mutual protection ; while the beasts of 
prey were evidently waiting for the occasion. I was alone, 
and though armed, I did not care to beat uj) the 
ground to see if in either case a kill had been effected. 
The numerous herd covered a considerable space, and the 
scrub w'as thick. The prompt concerted action must in 
each case have been started by the special cry. I imagine 
that the first aspilant was a tiger, and the case was at once 
known to be hopeless, the cry prompting instant flight, 
while in the second case the cry was for defence. It can 
scarcely be doubted that in the first case each adult pig had 
a vision of a tiger, and in the second of a leopard or some 
minor foe.”* 

'I'his interpretation leads us on to the second type of 
indicative intercomnuini(:ation,—namely, where in addition 
to, and perliaps eventually apart from, the suggestion of an 
emotional state, there is an indication of a particular impres- 
sion or idea which gives rise to the emotional state. There 
can be little doubt, I think, tluit the first stage of indicative 
-communication is purely emotional, and that on this is 
grafted the indication of particula’- objects. If, for example, 
in the vast majority of cases the cry which prompts instant 
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fliglit among the pigs is called forth by a tiger, it is reason 
able to suppose that this cry would become indicative, as 
Mr Medlicott suggests, of tlie vision of that particular ani> 
mal. But if the second cry, for defence, was prompted 
sometimes by a leopard and sometimes by sojne other minor 
foe, then this cry might be suggestive of a vision of any one 
of these, of a succession of visions, or might remain of 
purely emotional import. AVhether th((^ dog barks in differ- 
ent tones to indicate “ cat ” or rat,^* as the case may be, it 
is difficult to say. But it is possi])le tliat he may do so. In 
any rase there can be no question that the dog and other 
animals respond differentially to different indicative words 
as addressed to them by us, and therefore presumably have 
different iiarticular ideas suggested through association with 
the different sounds. 

'The investigation of the question, how far, in their inter- 
communication with each other, separate sounds are sugges- 
tive of particular ideas, is one in which experiment, with the 
aid of the phonogia])h, in menageries, or in the experimental 
stations which may some day be established for the accurate 
study of /oi 'logical psychology, may be expected to throw 
light. Mr R. L. Garner has done pioneer work in thir 
subject by his study of the .sounds emitted by monkeys. 
His conclusions arc by no means definite, and In's work* 
contains much hasty and immature generalisation. Of the 
nine sounds made by capuchins, not one is^ so far as the 
observations go, indubitably indicative of a particular (jbje( I 
of desire. All of them may be, and would seem to be, in 
the emotional stage, and expressive of satisfaction, dis- 
I uiitent, alarm, a})prehcnsion, and so forth. Still they may 
be indicative of particular objects of appetence or aversion 
and experiments with the phonograph, conducted with due 
care and under test-conditions, may do much to throw light 
upon an inteiesting and imi)ortant problem. 

* “ TIac Speech of M unkeys, by K. L. Garner. 
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Concluding so far, then, that animals have powers of 
indicative communication, which is primarily suggestive of 
emotional states, and secondarily (and probably only in( i- 
piently) suggestive of i)articular objects, we may now pass 
on to consider the kind of evidence there is for the posses- 
sion by animals of powers of descriptive intercommunication. 
There are a good ;nany cases on record of dogs or cats that 
have been cured, or treated kindly, subsequently returning 
with a sick or sorry companion. Such a case occurred at 
the Bristol Infirmary a few years ago. Many a time have I 
seen 'Foby, who was always on the alert, invite the fatter 
and lazier Ginger to accompany him on a desirable worry. 
In this connection I may perhai)s be allowed to reproduce a 
case I have given in a previous work.* It was coiumuni' 
caled to me by my friend, Mr Robert Hall Warren, ol 
Bristol. My grandfather,” he says, “a meichant of this 
city, had two dogs, one a small one and another larger, who, 
'ocing fierce, rejoiced in the appropriate name of Boxer. 
On one of Ids business journeys into Cornwall he took the 
.smaller dog with him, and for some reason left it at an inn 
in 1^'evonshire, promising to call for it on his return from 
Cornwall. \Vhcn he did so, the landlord a[)ologiscd for the 
ab.sence of the dog, and said that, some time after my 
grniidfathiCr left, the little dog fought with the landloid’s 
dog, and came off much tlic woisc fur the fight. He then 
disappeared, and some time afterwards returned with another 
and larger dog, who .set upon his enemy, and, 1 think, killed 
iiim. Then the two dogs walked off, and were no more seen, 
loom the dcscriiJtion given, my grandfather had no doubt 
that the larger dog was Boxer ; and, on returning home, 
found that the little dog had come back, and licit both dogs 
had gone away, and, after a time, bad returned home, where 
he found them.” 

Such cases as thcbC may be inlerincled as involving 
■* Animal Li^e and IntcPigenct!,” p. 344. 
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descriptive intercoiniDunication. Tt is assumed that the 
one dog described in some rudimentary fasliion to the other 
what had taken place, or what he had seen, or what He had 
suffered. Wc are not at present considering the intelligence, 
or more than intelligence displayed; we are only looking at 
the communication as such. And I think it is clear that in 
none of these cases need there have beert more than what I 
ha*Y’c termed indicative communication. There need not 
have been any descriptive communication at all. At the 
instance of certain suggestive signs or actions the one dog 
follows the other. That is all that is necessary to account 
for the facts. In accordance with our canon of interpreta- 
tion, therefore, we are bound to assume no more without 
further warrant. If, when a little dog had been bullied by a 
cur, it ran to its big friend ; if, after the latter had been 
induced to follow him, the little dog were removed, and then 
the big dog went and thrashed tlie cur (following the lines 
of a well-known experiment of Sir John Lubbock’s, with 
ants) ; that would afford strong presumptive evidence of 
descriptive communication. In this, as in so many other 
cases, what we need is cxpcrimciUal investigation. At 
present, hosvever, there is not, so far as I am aware, any 
definite evidence that animals piosscss powers of descriptive 
intercommunication involving the perception of relations. 

Ot the stages by which indicative communication passed 
into descriptive communication we are ignorant. But for 
this passage it was necessary that in addition to sounds or 
other signs symbolic of impressions, there should be sounds 
or other signs symbolic of relations. And this step which 
would thus lead to descriptive communication would also 
lead to knowledge, which implies and is dependent on the 
perception of relations. 

In a suggestive pamphlet on “The Evolution of Mind in 
Man,” Mr H. B. Medlicott, accepting the teaching of those 
. ho contend that V.nowledge consists of relations, sees 
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dearly that thei utterance of sounds with relational import 
was essential as a preliminary step to the development ol 
knowledge. “ Relations,” he says,"^ “are iiiunateiial, ultra- 
physical ; the senses cannot touch them directly, and so no 
sensation of them can be recorded in the brain; and henre, 
as we have seen to be admitted, no knowledge, in the pro[)cr 
sense of which relations are the secret, could appear. I'his 
is the function perfirmed by language, to supply a material 
notation whereby the brain can take hold of the unseen 
world of relations, and so convert experience, as uncon- 
sciously recorded in *^mere consciousness,” into knowledge; 
introducing mind into the organism, changing the brute into 
man. This is the upward step wc were in search of, and it 
is wholly within the range of natural evolution.” 

If, as 1 gather to be the fact, Mr Medlicott regards tliese 
lelations as something wholly new to consciousness, we 
must look upon his view as incomplete. It assumes tiiat 
It is possible for “language to supply a material notation,” 
for what, .«o as consciousness is concerned, has as yet n ' 
existence, 'fhe relations must be already ihcrt\ implicit in 
Gcnse-expericnce, before they can become explicit through 
the instrumentality of a sound or sign by which they may be 
indicated. But if, as I have endeavoured to show, the raw 
niaterials of relations he scattered up and down throughout 
the whole range of sense-experience, then the step that was 
effected when relation was first perccivt'd was the rendering 
Kx al and clear to consciousness of what was hitherto only 
marginal and subconscious. And in this contention it is 
clear that I am not ojiposing the view to which Mr Medlicott 
has given expression ; I onl> seek to t:oiiiplete it. 

Let me illustrate. A dog iias before it two similar objects, 
one nearer, the otlier farther. Now the state of conscious- 

* Page 24. — In this quotation I have '>uUstitulcd the word know- 
ledge ” for intelligence,” since IMv Medlicott uses the latter word in a 
different sense from that adopted in this work. 
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ness he has when he looks at the farther object differs from 
the slate of consciousness he has when he looks at the nearer 
object ; for he reacts differently according as lie springs at 
one or the other ; and unless he is an unconscious auto- 
maton, the difference in reaction is the index of a difference 
m the states of consciousness preceding the reaction. But 
he does not make this difference, which he merely senses in 
sense-expcriciice, focal as a perception^ of the relation in 
space which -we term distance. Or if he does, he thereby 
goes a stage beyond sense-experience. 'I’he difference is, 
however, something really ])rcsent in sense- experience, and is 
the subconscious determinant of the exact nature of tlie 
reaction. In the absence of such elements in sense- 
exi)erience, tlie observed phenomena of the perfecting of 
skill in animals are inexplicable. And the step we are now 
considering, the step from sense-experience to the per- 
ception of relations, is the making focal in perception of this 
difference as such, which has hitherto been only a sub- 
conscious determinant of action in the practical life of sense- 
experience. The relation itself is not something wholly 
new to conscious experience ; it is only newly perceived as 
a I elation. 

'To the (luesticn - -Where would be the advantage of per- 
ceiving lelations as such, since practical sense cxperieiK;e 
suffices fur all the needs of existence of many highly 
oiganised animals? 1 again reply that such perception, in 
association wuth signs or sounds indicative of the lelatic/ns 
So peiccived, would render 2)Ossihle descrijitive intercom- 
munication, the immense advantage of which among 
animals living together in a community cannot for one 
moment be doubled. And if it be admitted that the raw 
mateiials of the lelatioii to be j^erceived arc present sub- 
consciously in sense experience, T join with Mr ]\Iedlicott in 
contending that the eventual bringing them to the focus, 
and extending the process of indication by signs from 
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impressions to these new focal elements in consciousness, 
“is wholly within the range of natural evolution.” 

From what has been said it will be seen that I am 
disposed to regard descriptive intcrcommuni('ation as 
closely bound up with the initial stages of the perception 
of relations ; and I should regard the possession of powers 
of such descriptive intercommunication in any group of 
organisms as conclusive evidence that they were able to 
perceive relations as such. I do not think that such evidence 
is at present forthcoming with respect to any animals. But 
it may well be asked whether this is the only evidence that 
would be convincing. May not relations be perceived by 
some of the higher animals, aiicl not yet utilised in this way, 
through the affixing to them of sounds significant of the 
relations so perceived? I think it not impossible that they 
may ; and though the evidence of the fact may be diiTicult 
to obtain, that is certainly no valid reason for discontinuing 
• liC iiivcstigation. I am, however, firmly convinced that in 
this investigation the results of careful experiments arc of 
tnorc value than chance ob.servations, ])erhai)s unwittingly 
touched up into anecdotes. And I would here caiiicstly 
reijucst those who are interested in zoological psycliology, not 
to rest content with merely recording an observation of 
animal intelligence, but, if possible, to make it the basis of 
such e.xperiments as may help to reveal its true ])sychological 
nature. Again and again I receive communications of, or 
see recorded in books or ncwspa[)ers, instances of animal 
ii( livity, which afford admirable points of dc[)arture for 
experimental investigation, and for endeavouring to induce 
the animal to exemplify the inielligent or other activity under 
slightly varying circumstances. It is also essential, so far as 
possible, to watcli all the stages of the evolution of any clever 
trick ; for in many cases it is quite impossible to get at the 
true psychological import of a complex and nicely adapted 
activity, unless we know something of its embryonic stages. 
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One uf the relations among objects which animals arc 
sometimes supposed to perceive is the numerical relation. 
Animals arc supposed to count. Lichtenberg is-reported 
by Thompson * to have found that a tame nightingale could 
reckon up to three. He daily gave the bird three meal 
worms, after which it expected no more, and this not from 
satiety, for if he enticed it by a fourth, it at once jumped down 
to receive it. I feel quite convinced that sense-experience 
was sufticient to enable the bird which had constantly 
received three worms, to be a\vare when his daily allowance 
had already been given him. As has already been said, it 
is quite possible to sense fairly large numbers, both of 
objects simultaneously presented (illuminated by the electric 
spark) and of sounds successively presented. A group of 
five objects forms a different impression from that produced 
by a group of four objects or of six objects ; and the.se 
different impressions can be distinguished in sense-experience. 
We must not be misled by the fact that we call them four, 
five, or six, and thus use words which imply that ive have 
X)t*rceived numerical relationship. Sense-experience is too, 
I think, ami)ly sufficient for the explanation of the sagacity 
of the suspicious rook described by Leroy. If the rook 
saw a man with a gun go into a hut, she kept away 
from her nest. “ 'I'o deceive this suspicious bird, the i)lan 
was hit uxK:)n of sending two men into the watch-house, 
one of whom passed on while the other remained ; but the 
crow counted and kept her distance. The next day three 
went, and again she perceived that only two returned. In 
fine, it was found necessary to send five or six men to the 
watcli-house in order to put her out of her calculation. 
Here it is quite sufficient to suppose that the rook sensed 
the impression of two men as different from the impression 

* “ Passions of Animals,” p. 29 . 

t Animal Intelligence,” Kng. Trans. Quoted by Mr Romanes, 
'‘Origin of Human Faculty,” p. 57. 
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of three men, but \^as unable to sense the difference between 
the impression of a group of four men from that of a group 
of five men. 

At the instigation, and under the supervision of Mr 
Romanes, the keeper in charge of the chimpanzee, Sally, at 
the Zoological Gardens, made this matter the subject of 
experimental investigation. The facts elicited are of great 
interest, however we interpret them. This highly intelligent 
animal was taught jto hgnd (o the keeper any number of 
straws up to five, and subsequently further* on being 
asked. The straws were first placed in her mouth, and 
then handed to the keeper. During my visits to the 
Gardens, I have seen her perform this operation sixteen 
times, of which eleven gave correct results, but on one 
day when she was twice wTong (giving three for five, and 
four for three), the keeper said she was tired, and inclined 
to be sulky. I did not see any experiments beyond five. 
Here we have (i) an association of an appropriate group 
vdih a given sound, and (2) a distinguishing of the group 
we call three from the groups we call two, four, and five. 
Whether the groups were sensed as similar and dissimilar, 
as the case may be, or were numerically perceived, is a 
mattefof interpretation. My own view is that the sensing 
of the similarity or dissimilarity of the groups or sequences 
is not beyond the power of sense-experience, and that there 
was no true perception of numerical relations — relations 
which even among the lower members of the human race 
are only perceived in a very rudimentary fashion, if indeed 
in the case of some savages they are perceived at all. But 
this is merely my own ojfinion. It is possible that, umkT 
the guidance of tiie kcc;. .r, Sally was acquiring the 
rudiments of reflection and perception. 

I will now proceed to describe some experime nts T have 
made wa’th dogs the object of which, was to ascertain how 

* iiee Romanes; AVafttrf, vol. 40, p. 160. 
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far they perceived the nature of a difeculty they had to 
overcome, or how far they were led to overcome it by the 
process of repeated trial and error, which constitutes the 
method of intelligence. T may introduce these experi- 
ments by quoting a description 1 have elsewhere* given. 
Some years ago, 1 was out with a gentleman who was teach- 
ing a couple of Scotch terrier pups to carry sticks. Each 
had a light cane in his mouth. After a while we came to a 
gate, at the side of which was a ga^^ for foot-passengers 
between two uprights. We passed through and watched 
the puppies, both blundered against the uprights, which 
caught the ends of the canes. There was a little scrimmag- 
ing, and some further ineffectual struggles, and then both 
dropped the sticks and came through. Their master sent 
them back to ‘^fetcli.” I'he first to arrive at the gap just 
put his head through, seized a cane by the end and dragged 
it after him. The other ran through the gap, picked up the 
cane as usual by the middle, and blundered as before. 
Again he dropped it and came through. I then went back 
and placed the stick, so that he could put his head through 
and seize the end as the other had done. But again he 
went through bodily, picked up the cane by the middle 
as before, and blundered. 'Then his master tried to teacli 
him how to do it. On our return an hour or so afterwards 
T held the first piij), so that it might be seen how far the 
other had learnt his lesson. He blundered, however, as 
before. Then we called him off, and allowed the other pup 
to have his turn. He, too, blundered for a -little, and then 
came back to us. We passed through the gap and called 
liim after us. Again he blundered ; but then, dropping the 
cane, came through, and, turning, seized the cane by the 
middle, and tried to pull it after him. Of course it caught, 
and fell out of his mouth. He then seized it nearer the end. 


Fortnightly Feviev, August 1893, P* 223. 
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Even so it caught /but, by turning his head about, after some 
little scrambling, he eventually pulled it through. 

These pups, then, did not art alike ; both had to learn by 
experience to meet new circumstances. It is remarkable 
that the apparently more intelligent pup when sent back in 
the first instance seized the cane at once by the end and 
dragged it through ; and if the observations had been 
carried no further, one might have supposed that he clearly 
perceived the best means to effect the desired result. But 
the second time he did 7iot seize the end of the stick, and 
this may well lead one to suppose that it was rather good 
fortune than clear perception whir h made him successful 
before. 

Since writing the above, I have made tliis matter one of 
experimental investigation. I will describe the results I 
obtained with Tony, the fox-terrier, then about fourteen 
months old. The scene of operations was a field along one 
side of which run vertical rails about six inches apart, 
between which he can readily jiass. 'J’liere is one place 
where a rail is absent, and the gap is therefore twice the 
usual width. Along one side of the field, at right angles to 
that described, there is an ordinary open iron fencing. 

A/Vt/ — Standing on the path adjoining the field, and 
separated from it by the first mentioned vertical rails, I sent 
the dog after a short stick into the field, and called him 
back through the railings. The stick caught at the ends. 
I whistled, and the dog pushed and struggled vigorously. 
He retired into the field, lay down, and began gnawing the 
stick. I called him, and lie came up slowly to the railings, 
and stuck again. After some efforts lie put his head on. 
one side, and got the stick, a short one, through. I patted 
him, and showed him my r,atisfaction. 'flien I sent him 
after it again. He came up to llie railings witli more coiv 
fidence, but, having the stick well by the nii(ld]e, found liis 
passage barred. After some struggles he dro[>ped the stick 
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and came through. I sent him back to 'fetch. He put his 
head through, and seized the stick by the middle and then 
pulled with all his might, dancing up and down in his 
endeavours. Wriggling his head in the efibrfe, he at last 
got the stick through. A third time he again stuck ; again 
dropped the stick ; and again seizing it by the middle tried 
to pull it through. He failed, and came to me. I put the 
stick so that he could seize it by one end and pull it 
through. But when I sent him after,, it he went through 
himself, picked it up by the middle, and tried to push his 
way through, succeeding, after many abortive attempts, by 
holding his head on one side. 

Second day . — I sent him after a quite short stick about 
nine inches long. He came back holding it at one end 
cigar-fashion. It struck a rail, and he put his head on one 
side, and came through easily. Sent after it again, he seized 
the stick by the middle and stuck ; but soon got througli by 
holding his head on one side. After repeating this seveial 
times, he came up to the railings with his head sideways. 1 
sent him a dozen times after this stick, that he might gain 
experience of how to deal with the difficulty. I then sent him 
after a longer stick. He brought it by the middle, holding 
his head on one side ; it caught, and he struggled. Then In: 
dropped it and came through. I sent him back. He again 
seized it by the middle, and, approaching the railings as 
before, tried to push through ; then, failing, dropped the 
stick, and could not be induced to make a further attempt. 
I took ]\im for a walk of a mile or so, and *011 our return 
sent him through where the rail was missing, and, standing 
just there, called him. He came up with some little force, 
and the rails caught the ends of the stick. He dropped it 
and came through ; and on being sent back seized it by the 
middle, and tried to get it past by bard pulling. 1 sent it 
aizain into the field. He raced about with it, and came to 
the open railings ; went through and ran down the [)ath to 
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me. I throw it again just through the railings, and called 
him towards the wider gap ; the stick caught, and he then 
raced round through the open fence. Twice more he did 
the same thing. After that he ran round at once without 
trying the vertical railings. 

Third day , — Experiments with sticks at first gave the 
same results as before. 1'he dog had not in the least im- 
proved in bringing a long stick through the railings. But 
he had learnt by experience that he could easily run round 
with the stick, and would not try to bring it through. He 
had the intelligence to shirk the difficulty which he could 
not overcome. 

After some weeks I tried him again. The stick caught 
by the ends and he pushed with great vigour and assiduity, 
but with no result. He then dropped it, and jumping over 
it put his nose through the railings, and catching it by the 
middle tugged for three minutes, dancing up and down in 
his energetic efforts. T placed one end near the wider gap 
and induced him to take it in his mouth, and pull the stick 
through I then threw the stick again into the field, but he 
caught sight of the open railings (I had purposely approached 
the lield from the other side) and ran round. 

On a subsequent occasion I prepared a short yew stick 
with a crook at one end where a side branch had been 
partly cut off. I brought the dog up to the field on the 
side furthest from the open railings and sent him through 
after this yew stick. It caught ; and after many attemi)ts to 
push it through he dropped it. I sent him hack, and aftc*r 
a duie induced him to takc^it by one end and drag it after 
him so that it might catch by the crook nt the other end. 
He then lugged at it in t’ne .inosl rldi('Lilously energetic 
fashion. Nothing could apparently he simpler than to push 
the stick up, free the crook, and puli the wiiole through 
but the dog continued to j)ull. I repeated the' experinu'ut 
many times, and tried to show the dog how the difficulty 

R 
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could be overcome. Bui each lime the crook caught, he 
pulled with all his strength, seizing the stick now at the end, 
now in the middle, now near the crook. At length he 
seized the crook itself, and with a wrench broke it off. A 
man who was passing, and who had paused for a couple of 
minutes to watch the proceedings, said, “ Clever dog that, 
sii ; he knows where the hitch do lie.” The remark was 
the characteristic outcome of two minutes* chance observa- 
tion. During the half-hour or more that I watched the dog 
he had tried nearly every possible way of holding and 
tugging at the stick. And such is the method of sense- 
experience — continued trial and error until a happy effect is 
reached. I subsequently tried Tony with a similar crooked 
slick, but he had spied the open railings, or remembered 
them, and ran round with it and came down the path. 

I have experimented with several other dogs in the same 
way and with similar results, to describe which would be 
mere wearisome repetition. I will therefore content myself 
with adding a few words concerning an hour's observation 
of a very intelligent Yorkshire terrier, Toddy. This dog is 
ex<'eedingly bright, active, and clever at such tricks as 
finding a ball or other object hidden in his misticss's 
drawingroom. His master, my friend and colleague, 
Professor Leipner, came with me and stimulated Toddy to 
his best efforts. 1 do not propose to give the results in 
detail ; they were quite similar to those with Tony. I'he 
general results may be thus summarised. Ij: was only by 
chance that the dog seized the end of the stick and pulled 
it through. At the end of the hour he was no better than 
he was at the beginning. When the stick wa.s placed in tlie 
best position for seizing one end and pulling it through, the 
dog seized it by the middle, walked with it into the field, 
and brought it up to the railings. The effect produced on 
both our minds was that Toddy showed no evidence of 
perceiving the way in which the difficulty could be overcome. 
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Now I am particularly anxious that it should. be (juite 
clearly understood that I do not for one moment doubt that, 
with a little trouble and patience, one could teach a dog— or 
that he could himself learn — to bring a stick through rail- 
ings. Dogs can be taught, and may acquire through their 
own efforts, much more difficult and complex tricks. What 
the observations show, so far as the dogs observed are con- 
cerned, is that their way of dealing with the difficulty is the 
method of trial and»error, which is the method of sense- 
experience. In other words the facts observed can be com- 
pletely explained on the hypothesis that there is sense- 
experience only. The perception of relations as such is not 
necessary to the performances, and is therefore by our canon 
of interpretation excluded. 

I have experimented with dogs in the following vay. I 
have tied a thread to a stick or other object with which 
they would play, and have drawn the object towards me so 
that there should be established an association between the 
mo i^ement and me — the movement being alw'ays in the same 
direction. I have then passed the thread round the leg of 
a chair, or some such support, and caused the object to 
move off in the opi)osite direction. I wished to see if there 
was any evidence of surprise at a result which was quite new 
to the dog’s experience. I have not succeeded in observing 
anything of the sort. Mr Romanes, however, found that 
one of his dogs showed surprise and disquietude, rising at 
last to dread, when a dry bone with which it had been 
playing on the lawn was made to come to life, and given 
supernatural powers of activity by means of a thread.* T 
have tried a similar experiment on a good many dogs, but 
with no positive result. One young and timid pup did 
indeed show fear ; but he showed similar signs of fear when 
any thing was thrown or rolled towards him. 


‘Fetishism in Animals,” Naiinc v».l. xvii, i6S 
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I have several times noticed that w^icn a bone is tied to 
a t)iece of fine string, and a dog made to race round after it 
as it is swung in a circle, the dog will after a while bite at 
the string and so avert the motion of the bone. And it may 
be said that such an action implies a perception of the 
relation which the string bears to the bone in. motion. I 
am sure, however, that such perception is not necessary. 
The dog sees the bone swinging round, and sees the string. 
After many ineffectual attempts to seize the bone which he 
cannot catch, he at last snaps at the string which he can 
catch. That he senses the string as partaking of the motion 
of the bone cannot be questioned ; but I do not think there 
is any necessary perception of the relations as such. Nor 
indeed is the moment of excited activity one in which a 
relation as such is likely to become focal. In our own 
moments of strenuous action, though we may and do profit 
by the results which have been wrought into our nature by 
the perception of relations, we have no time to make them 
focal. Such focussing of relations is the result of reflection. 
It can hardly be said that a dog who is introduced to some- 
thing so new to his experience as a bone flying round and 
round at the end of a string, has had any previous data for 
the quiet perception of the relations involved. 

The conclusion to which I think we must be led by the 
foregoing considerations is that, in answer to the question 
which heads this chapter; Do animals perceive relations? 
we must reply that all the ordinary activities of animals can 
be explained on the supposition that they Mo not. Further- 
more it would appear that experimental observations tend 
to support the view that sense-experience is all-sufficient for 
them, and that in face of an unv/onted obstacle they trust 
entirely to the method of sense-experience, that of trial and 
error, for dealing with it. But it will doubtless be said that 
it is not in such cases that we are forced to admit a higher 
faculty than that which falls under the designation sen.se- 
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experience. It is in the remarkable cases of the reasoning 
power of animals,” that we find a body of evidence which 
forces upon us the conviction that they are rational beings. 
Before considering such cases, however, we have to learn 
how the perception of relations leads up to conceptual 
thought and to reason ; and we have to make it quite clear 
in what sense we are to employ the words “ reason ” and 
“rational.” It is not.ia matter on which those who have 
attentively studied psychology are by any means agreed. 
And whether animals have the faculty of reason or not very 
largely depends on the exact sense in which this word is 
used. The psychologist is apt sometimes to smile when 
after the recital, probably in the correspondence columns of 
a newspaper, of some anecdote of animal intelligence the 
writer exclaims, If this is not reason I do not know what 
reason is. As, however, in such cases the writer has himself 
suggested the alternative, there is perhaps no discourtesy on 
the part of the psychologist in accepting it. 

Note. — With regard to the statement made on p. 246 in reference to 
the Lo-called speech of monkeys, Mr Kinnamaii, who carefully studied 
two rA.^us monkeys in captivity, says Several sounds have been 
used signifying food, danger, loneliness, anger, and disappointment ; 
but thcoC are not words — only very general instinctive responses” 
{Amer. Journ* of Psych. ^ vol. xiii., p. 21 1). And Mr George Jennison, 
as the outcome of his experience at the Lclle Vue Gardens, Manchester, 
says:- In four ycais’ work with chimpanzees we could never notice 
any sounds not marking distinct emotions, —pleasure, pain, anger. 
Almost any chimpanzee will respond to the pleasure cry ” (quoted in 
Hobhonse's Mind in Evolution^ note to ]\ 291). 

Commenting on Leroy's report of the calculating rook, quoted on 
p. 252, M. Ribot says: — “ I see here not a numeration but a perception 
of plurality, which is something quite different.” The word perception 
is here used in connection with sensory experience. {Evolution of 
General fdeast p. 2 1 . ) [i 903. ] 
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CHAPTER XV. 

CONCEPTUAL THOUGHT 

♦ 

r N foregoing chapters I have endeavoured to show how the 
JL step may be taken from sense experience, in which the 
transitions from impression to impression are merely sensed 
as they occur in the margin of the conscious field, to the 
definite perc^tion of relations, where the transitional rclation- 
sliips as such become focal to consciousness. We there saw 
that perception takes its origin in close touch with practical 
experience. The relation as perceived is between impres- 
sions so recent that they have not yet faded from the margin 
of consciousness. Take, for example, the spatial relation 
between two adjacent points. They are still in the field of 
view, and were but just now focal as impressions. That is 
to say, when the relation belwcen them is perceived, they 
are still marginally present to consciousness as the points 
between which the relationship holds good. And the 
1 elation is, as we have seen, between the impressions of 
concrete and particular objects, or between such a concrete 
impression and an idea. 

Now when once relations between concrete impressions 
or images have been clearly perceived in the course of prac- 
tical experience, the materials are given for a further mental 
process. Two particular objects, billiard balls for example, 
are perceived to be a s])aii asunder. The balls are removed, 
and pieces of chalk being substituted they too are seen to 
be a span asunder. All sorts of small objects may be sub- 
stituted for the chalk, and no matter what the particular 
objects may be, the space relationship remains unchanged. 
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The relation persists thruir^lioiit all changes of the things 
which exhibit the relationship. And as wo begin to realize 
this, we are able to think of the relationship of distance, 
irrespective of the objects which exhibit the relationship — 
to think of it as something that will apply to a great number 
of particular cases which, in other respects, may show all 
sorts of differences. The relationship is no longer particular 
to those two billiard balls or those two pieces of chalk, but 
applies generally to all sorts of objects which have been, or 
may be, met with in experience. We neglect all that is 
variable and focus the attention on the uniform relation in 
space. We do not merely pe^'ceive those two billiard balls 
to be related in such a way, but we conceive the relationship in 
its abstract and general form. We have reached a concep- 
tion, and this conception is not concrete, particular and 
individual, but abstract, general, and of universal application. 

The process of conception involves an extension of that 
reflection which we have seen to be essential to the process 
of perception, out of which it arises. It is only when we 
cm look back upon the results of a good deal of experience 
that the permanence of the relation, amid many modes of its 
manifestation, begets the general conception. In the course 
of experience we see that this man is like that man, this tree 
like that tree, this apple like that apple, this coin like that 
coin, and so on in numberless jKirticular cases. So long as 
the likene.ss is particular, we perceive the similarity. But 
when, in reflection on numerous particular instances, we see 
that all possess this relationship in common, we reach the 
conception of similarity. We are no longer considering 
particular transitions in consciousness, but are reviewing a 
number of transitions which ■ av o occurred in the course of 
our experience, and whicli are .seen to have a common 
character. Supi)Ose tha< we aic looking over a series of 
coins or other similar objects. As we pass from one im- 
pression to another, we ^^ensc, or urc marginally aware of, 
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the similarity of each to each. We may then make the like- 
ness of any two focal in consciousness and perceive the 
relation of similarity. We may go further and perceive that 
the relation of this to tliat is similar to the relation of that 
to the other — we may perceive the similarity of the relations. 
But the relations that we perceive to be similar are particular 
relations. Not until the particular fades from view, and the 
relationship, as common to all the j^articular instances, 
becomes focal, do we reach the conception properly so-called. 

It wall be seen that this process by which conceptions are 
reached involves abstraction and involves analysis. The 
power of abstraction has its germ in sense-experience. It is 
essentially a concentration of attention on the focal element 
to the neglect of marginahelements in consciousness. When 
in the primitive life of sense-experience the attention is .so 
rivetted on some focal impression that the margin almost 
fades out of view altogether, we have the process of abstrac- 
tion in an incipient phase. For abstraction, to a large 
extent, is a matter of the relative intensity of the focus and 
the margin. In perceiving the relation between particular 
impressions and ideas — between the colour shades of two 
skeins of v\ool for example — it is essential that they should 
be held representatively in the margin of consciousness as the 
terms between which the relation is perceived to hold good. 
But when we focus the relationship of similarity in general, 
and form a conceiition thereof, we no longer hold any 
])articular terms rejucscnlatively in the margin of conscious- 
ne.ss. think of the similarity as focal to a marginal field 
into which any pair of an indefinite number of similar terms 
may be introduced. Whether we could do so to much 
purpose, in the absence of a name or some such symbol for 
the focal idea thus generalized, is a (pieslion which is open 
to discussion. I am inclined to tliink that we could not. 
Our conception of similarity is indefinite from its very 
generality, and the moment we try and make it clear and 
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precise to our mind^s eye, we make it particular by thinking 
of an illustrative example. We exemplify the conception by 
reference to a particular perception. The symbolic name, 
however, serves to fix the general conception without 
particularizing it. It enables us more completely to abstract 
tlie focus from the indefinitely variable margin. And all 
this involves analysis. We are not merely looking back 
upon our past experience and reviewing it in memory ; w^e 
are analysing it, and making a new synthesis out of the 
results of our analysis. We find in a great number of 
particular cases, with which reflection presents us, the rela- 
tion of similarity, and submitting these cases to analysis, w'e 
detach the relation from the related terms. But the relation 
is given in experience as a similarity now of colour, now of 
musical notes, now of pressures, now of tastes, now of scents, 
and so forth. Fusing these together, we reach the synthetic 
general conception of this relation as of universal apiilica- 
tion, and label it “ similarity.’^ And \\t should not fail to 
.‘lotice that this process of analysis and synthesis, as leading 
to the conception of relations, is a fully conscious process. 
No doubt the mere repetition of i)articu]ar cases of the per- 
ception of similarity would beget a sense of familiarity, a 
fringe of marginal awareness of repetition. But this, so 
long as it continues marginal, could not rise into conception. 
For conception involves a definitely consciou.- grasi) of a 
synthetic unity as the result of reflective analysis. At the 
risk of wearisome reiteration, lei me again say that in primi- 
tive sense-experience wc may have a practical aw^arcncss of 
similarity, such awareness being altogether marginal ; that 
when this marginal awareness comes to the focus in early 
Stages of reflection, the similarity betw^een particular im- 
pressions may be definitely perceived ; that mere repetition 
of, and marginal familiarity with, such perceptions will not 
generate conceptions, which are the Uelinilcly focal results 
of abstraction, analysis, and synthetic generalization. 
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l.et us ftow pass on to consider the conceptions tliat we 
frame of what we term the qualities of objects. I say 
advisedly “ what we term ” the qualities of objects, because 
at the stage of primitive sense-experience the qualities of 
objects are not yet distinguished. And though, in describing 
and endeavouring to explain sense-experience, we are forced 
to use separate words for the qualities that we distinguish, it 
must be remembered that at this stage of mental develop- 
ment the distinction has not yet been made. For -.the 
animal — or let us say, to avoid controversy, for such animals 
as are still in the stage of sense-experience — tliere is no dis- 
tinction of quality and object; there are merely focal impres- 
sions and ideas, set in a subconscious margin. Suppose that 
a puppy is gaining experience of things which are good to 
eat. Associations are established between certain visual 
impressions and certain gustatory impressions. fVe speak of 
the puppy as dealing with objects which have the quality or 
property of edibility. But the objects ’’ and the “edibility” 
arc our afhiir, not the puppy’s. Or let a child be playing 
with red and blue marbles, he may sense the similarity of the 
red marble to the blue marble in the matter of form, and 
their dibsiniilarity in tlie matter of colour. But when once 
these relations begin to be perceived, the form and the 
colour begin to be distinguished. Q)u:ditics begin to emerge, 
and to be dissociated from the continuum of sense-experi- 
ence. Hut the qualities as perceived are merely the salient 
features of certain given impressions ; the dissociation is only 
incipient. "J’his red rose, as an impression, is distinguished 
fiom that yelUnv rose, and is assimilated to the other red 
rose. The quality of colour predominates over that of form, 
but the two are still associated together, and associated with 
the scent which the sight of the rose suggests. For at this 
stage we are still in close touch with practical experience ; 
and in practical experience there is no dissociation between 
colour and form, nor between the scent of a rose and the 
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rose which is scented. But when reflection deals not merely 
with the data of experience as they are practically given — in 
their very presence, so to speak — but ranging over a wider 
field, analyses them, abstracts their focal essence, and 
generalizes the results in conceptual synthesis, then, and not 
till then, does the quality dissociate itself in thought from 
the object. The rose, the violet, and the carnation are given 
in sense-experience^ as differently scented ; perception comes 
upon the scene, and the scent relations of the flow^ers are 
perceived, still in close association with the other qualities 
which are presented to consciousness in practical experience; 
finally, conception analyses the results of experience, isolates 
a particular quality already predominant in perception, and 
lays it before us as the named quality of “ scent. And so 
pleased are we with the result of our analysis, and with the 
distinction it has enabled us to draw, that we no longer say 
that the rose or the carnation ts scented, but that the flower 
/las scent ; attributing to the object the “possession” of the 
quality which we have thus reached as a general conception. 

When once such conceptions have been leached, they 
tciid to suffuse and modify our whole mental oulloc^k. d'he 
case here is";.nalogous to those to which attention has already 
been drawn. We learnt that, so soon as the perception of 
relations has entered into the fabric of the mental synthesis, 
i!s results become woven through and through the tapestry 
of consciousness, so far as to constitute an abiding back 
ground. And we saw that this suffusion of all our impres- 
sions with more or less of a relational lone is what raises 
them to the level of percepts —the pcrce])t being an impres- 
sion set in a relational background, the relations in which 
have been at some time or other definitely perceived as 
such. Similarly, so soon as the general conception has 
entered into the fabric of our mental synthesis, its results too 
become woven through and through the tapestry of con- 
sciousness, so as to constitute an abiding conceptual back- 
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ground. And just as the impression is through perception 
raised to the level of the percept, so through conception 
is .the percept raised to a higher level and seen to be but 
a particular exemplification of the universalized concept. 

Mark well the social value of the concept. Perception, 
although it probably took its origin in close connection with 
the need of intercommunication, is nevertheless in the main 
an individual matter. I perceive the partkular relationships 
of this, that, and the other object with which practical expe- 
rience brings me into contact. I may describe to you what 
I perceive, and hear your description of what you have 
perceived. But it is not till we each of us, you and I, rise 
above the particular perceptions to general conceptions, that 
we begin consciously to participate in our common humanity. 
The percept at best leaves us units with powers of inter- 
communication ; but in the concept we merge our indi- 
viduality, to share a common nature. 

Note, too, the increasing complexity and the increasing 
richness of the fabric of the mental tapestry as we proceed 
from sense experience to perception, and so to conception. 
In sense-experience we have impressions and their revived 
ideas, set in a dim background of a mere awareness of the 
transitions which take place at this stage of mental develop- 
ment. Association has these impressions and ideas to deal 
with, and nought beside. But when relations have been 
perceived, a new set of ideas is introduced, and association 
weaves these strands into the more complex tissue of con- 
sciousness. And when relations and the (jualities of objects 
have not only been jierceivcd, but generalized so as to 
acquire widely extended meaning, these general conceptions 
are utilized by association, and the tapestry of consciousness 
reaches all the wealth and richness which the interlacing of 
the strands afforded by sense-experience, perception, and 
conception can give it. And this wealth and complexity 
con^^erns not only, I think we may say not chiefly, the focus 
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of consciousness^; it is wrought into the marginal back- 
ground. When one reaches the climax of a fine play or a 
great novel, it is not merely the focal impression or idea of 
the moment that stirs us, but the extraordinary richness and 
intensity of a state of consciousness embracing representa- 
tively a multiplicity of duly subordinated de'ails. 

For beings who have reached the conceptual stage then, 
association deals with a new order of ideas, — those of 
general import. And it is now time to revise and restate 
our definition of the term “idea.'' We began by defining 
the impression as that which is rendered focal to conscious- 
ness through afferent impulses, and the idea as that which is 
rendered focal to consciousness through the revival or the 
representation of siich impressions. But when we reach the 
perception of relations, w^e have a new order of ideas, — the 
ideas of relation ; they are the revivals of those perceptions 
which, since they were generated in close touch with the 
related impressions, we termed impressions of relation. 
And when we rise to conception yet a third order of ideas is 
reached, — those of general or universal application. It may 
be well to distinguish and differentiate these three orders of 
ideas by writing the word without italics or ca])itals when the 
ideas cf sense-experience are referred to ; by using italics for 
ideas of or involving particular relations; and by using a 
capital letter for Ideas in their general sense. Thus I may 
have an idea of a snake as an object of sense-experience ; an 
idea of its length ; and an Idea of its zoological position. 
The word object is another term that is used with a very 
wide range of signification. l\'e sj'cak, in the first place, of 
an object of sense-experience when we say, for instance, 
that a puppy has an impression of the object that we call a 
bone. Secondly, we speak of peiceivingan object as related 
to another object in space. Here the object hitlierto merely 
sensed is perceived in certain of its relations. This is the 
object as percept. Thirdly, we speak of an object with 
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lefercnce to its general purpose, of a clock, for exami)le, as 
a timepiece. This is the object as concept. And again, we 
speak of an object in the logical sense as the synthesis of the 
qualities which we have analytically distinguished. This is 
the logical object. Thus when, for purposes of logical 
thought, we define an -object,” we enumerate its several 
qualities in varying relationship to other objects and to our- 
selves. And though it may be said that the term as 
employed of sense-experience and of the earlier stages of 
perception is used, by anticipation, for that which, in the 
light of conception, is known as an object, — since an object, 
it may be said, is only known as such in antithetical relation 
to the subject,— still, for reasons that will hereafter appear, 
it is convenient to retain all these uses. With regard to the 
logical object,— that is, the synthesis of the qualities whic h 
we analytically distinguish, — we may note that there are 
certain properties or qualities which are essential to the 
object as a synthetic unity ; these are termed primary or 
essential qualities. And there are other qualities which are 
variable or unessential ; these are termed secondary or acci- 
dental qualities. Take, for example, such an object as a 
teaspoon. There arc certain properties or qualities, weight, 
resistance, and a definite form, in the absence of which the 
object would not be a teaspoon at all. But it may be hot or 
cold, silver or plated, fiddle-patterned, scallojjcd, or i)lain 
and still be a teaspoon. These arc accidental qualities. 
Of course, a.s actually presented, this teaspoon, now in my 
hand this object as percept — is hot, made of silver, and 
scalloped. Nothing can alter that as a fact of experience. 
But these accidental qualities are not essential to that 
general Idea of a teaspoon, which constitutes the logical 
object. 

This digression on the use of terms leads us on to 
consider the connection of the faculty of conception witli 
words and language. It lias been pointed out in previous 
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chapters that the step from sense*cxpericnce to perception, 
rendered possible by incipient reflection, probably had its 
origin in the needs of intercommunication. It is impossi]:)le 
to describe a simple visual scene or a common daily occur 
rence without using terms which stand for the particular 
relations involved. But the terms, though they primarily 
express particular relations, stand for any such relations. 
They are thus generalised, and so far conce[)tual in their 
nature. Hence, if* it was the need of intercommiinicatioii 
which gave rise to perception, it was also the means of 
communication which largely facilitated the further proc()ss 
of conception. And we may well believe that i)ercej)tion 
and conception had their origin in tolerably close associa- 
tion with each other. It is not my purpose to s[)cculat^ 
here. concerning the origin of language, and how it [flayed 
its part, vital as that part undoubtedly w^as, in mental 
develoimicnt ; it will be sufficient to indicate the relation of 
the name or word to the impression, the percept, and the 
concept. In the first [flace, the word may be associated by 
contiguity with an impression, and may therefore serve to 
re\ive the corresponding idea. The infant tolerably early 
gives eviden ce of the establishment of such associations ; 
and a clever dog will show by his actions that a considerable 
number of words call up in his mind the ideas of the ini- 
[iiessions with which they have been associated. And these 
words are not merely associated with revivals of im[)ressions 
of the special senses, they also serve to suggest activilie.s. 
'['ho dog lies down, sits up, begs, fetches and “ drops it,” as 
he is told. What we may term tlie first stage of naming, 
arising out of the indicative stage of intercommunication, is 
therefore the association of a more or Jess arbitrary >vord-sign 
or symbol with some sort of impression. The second stage is 
the association of such a syiubvfl with a relation definitely 
perceived. By this means we express particular characters 
of the impression, in relation to other impressions, particu- 
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lar qualities of objects in relation to other objects, or to the 
percipient, particular modes or intensities of the activities. 
Such associations are considerably later in development in 
the human infant; but it is exceedingly difficult to deter- 
mine just when they are formed. The child grows up in 
what we may term an atmosphere of language. At first this 
environment of language is all mere sound ; but associa- 
tions of particular words with particular impressions are 
soon established, and wC then say that" the child is begin- 
ning to understand what is said to it. It is certainly some 
little time, but one finds it hard to say how long, before the 
relational words begin to have their true significance. If 
only we could remember these early stages in mental develop- 
ment, what a boon it would be to psychology ! As it is, we 
are left to the conjectural interpretation of observed activi- 
ties. And we find that it is easy to get a response in answer 
to the suggestion, “ Baby, laugh,” but difficult to get a 
different response for Baby, laugh loud,” and “ Baby, 
laugh softly.” The words for perceptions or their ideas, 
since they are expressive of relations, are relative to other 
words, aftd they serve to define the relationship of impres- 
sions and their symbols to other impressions and theii 
symbols. The impression-words are for the most part nouns 
and verbs ; the relation-words are adjectives, adverbs, and 
prepositions. These are all relative to each other. There 
is not an adjective nor an adverb nor a preposition that does 
not more or less clearly imply such relations. Many of 
them go in couples, such as “hard ” “ soft,” “ near” “ fiir,” 
“swiftly” “slowly,” “to” from,” “up” “down,” “above” 
“ under.” But when the relation is not so obvious, when, 
for cxam])le, we sny that the grass is “ green,” even here the 
relationship is none the less implied ; for colour is not 
perceived v^t all (though it may be sensed) until its relation- 
ship to other colours is grasped. In saying that the grass 
is green, as a matter of definite perception, we imply th.U 
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it is not red nor bro^’n nor blue, nor* any other colour than 
green. 

The third stage of naming is the conceptual stage, and 
this involves the generalization of that which has been 
acquired in and through perception. And this is not so 
. much the formation of new names for general and abstract 
relationships, — though many general and abstract names are 
then first given such as “ redness,” “ colour,” “ distance,” 
“opacity,” “thing,” V virtue,” and the rest, — it is not so 
much, I say, the naming of these general and abstract Ideas, 
as the raising of all the rest of language from the particular 
to the general, and the consequent viewing of all that is 
named in the light of conception. Common nouns for 
objects of experience such as “dog,” “chair,” “tree,” “rock,” 
or oft-repeated activities such as “ to run,” “ to call,” “ to 
touch,” are then no longer of only particular application. 
They stand no longer for simple impressions, no longer even 
for particular percepts, but they are henceforth symbolic of 
concepts. I'he word “ ball ” which for the child is sugges- 
iiva merely of a particular impression or idea, is for the man 
who lives in a conceptual atmosphere symbolic of this and 
of much besides, it not merely stands for this particular 
ball as actually sensed and perceived, but is symbolic of a 
general concept which is but exemplified in the particular 
object before us. The name of the general concept thus 
embraces thousands of particular objects which are, so to 
say, samples of that which is so named, or exemplifications 
of the Idea so symbolized. 

i said just now that the words which are associated with 
impressions are nouns and verbs ; but the verb in such 
connection must be emptied o* its ])redicative value. For 
predication is beyond the reach of sense-experience. The 
word “is,” or its representative in the veib as predicative, 
implies the exercise of perception or of concejition. It is 
indeed primarily symbolic of the transition in consciousness 

s 
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from an impression to some perception or conception which 
the impression suggests. And it enables us to state in the 
form of a proposition the transition which has thus taken 
place. Thus it comes to be symbolic of all those transitions 
in consciousness between focal states which are perceived 
or conceived to be related. As I look up from my page I 
see the dog, the rug, the fireplace, and so on. These, as 
merely successive impressions, are not related, and I can 
make no affirmation concerning therti. But in the light of 
per ception I affirm that the dog is on the rug. and in front of 
the fire. The impressions are brought into connection with 
each other through the perception of certain spatial rela- 
tions, and the transitions having a new value given to them, 
are .symbolized in predication. When, in Brazil, I saw 
coiled on the road before me a brilliant black and red snake, 
the sequence in consciousness was an impression, clearly 
defined, forming the nucleus of the concept I symbolize as 
coral-snake. And I indicated this transition by saying to 
my neighbour, “That is a coral snake.” Then followed 
further transitions in my con.sciousness which I indicated by 
adding, “ It is terribly poisonous, and has recently cast its 
skin.” The first of these transitions was from the general 
concept coral-snakc to one of the qualities involved in the 
concept. The second was suggested by a peculiarity in the 
appearance of the snake. And when my companion asked 
me why I supposed that it had recently cast its skin, I re- 
plied, “ Because of the exceeding brilliance of the colours 
of the snake.” 

That little word “ because ” introduces us to a group of 
words which are essentially characteristic of the conceptual 
phase of mental development. They are symbolic of logical 
inference and explanation. We may describe events and 
experiences by the hour, keeping close to the plane of per- 
ception (though the words we employ are full of conceptual 
import), and never have occasion to use one of these words, 
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55iich TiS “ hcncc,” “\)ecause,” “ therefore,” and the like ; 
but the moment we seek to explam^ the moment we have 
to answer the question “ Why ? ” they come into prominence 
and symbolize a particular way of regarding some of the 
transitions in consciousness. Let us take the case of the 
inference concerning the shedding of the skin by the corah 
snake as an example of such transition, and let us suppose 
that my companion was one of those worrying people who 
will get to the bottom of everything. He is not content 
with the explanation I give him of the transition when I say 
that I feel sure that the snake has recently cast its skin 
because the colours are so bright. He asks on what grounds 
I am so confident in the matter. I reply that I have good 
reason for confidence because having seen a good many 
snakes of various kinds it has been my invariable experiencej 
that colours so bright, and of that peculiar freshness, are 
only presented by individuals which have recently exuviated. 
But still my friend is not satisfied. He inquires whether I 
have seen many coral snakes which have just shed their 
skin. 1 confess that I have never had opportunities of 
observing snakes of this particular kind. By what right 
then, he urges, do you extend to snakes of this kind con- 
clusions you have drawn from observations on other kinds ? 
I remind him that I am not relying on my own observations 
only, but upon those of many well- qualified observers. 
Granted, says my friend, but by what right do you extend 
to this particular snake the results of observation on any 
number of other individuals? Because snakes are all alike 
in this respect, 1 reply. But how on earth do you know 
that? Neither you nor any one else can have examined all 
snakes that exist and have exislt ‘i ; and if you had, how can 
you be sure about the snakes that at the time of the investi- 
gation were still unborn? Well, J reply, perhaps a little 
nettled, notwithstanding your pretended doubts, I shall 
continue to assume that all snakes are^ alike in this respect 
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until I find that my assumi^lion is incorrect. Very good, 
but forgive my insistency, why on the grounds of a paltry 
thousand or two of observations do you propose to assume 
that all the millions of snakes that are in existence now, 
and shall hereafter be born, are alike in this respect? 
Because, I reply, nature is uniform, and the universal 
testimony of science proclaims the fact. But suppose you 
were to find a snake to-morrow that had just cast it’s skin, 
the surface of which was dull and blotchy, you would no 
doubt abandon your assumption of the uniformity of nature. 
Not a bit of it, I reply, I should feel certain that the poor 
thing was in ill health or diseased, and that there was good 
cause for the anomaly. One more question, says my friend. 
You hold, I believe, that all snakes have ribs. Now suppose 
that in Central Africa there were found a new group of 
snakes, not a single diseased individual, mind you, but u 
family of snakes with several genera and species, which were 
quite destitute of ribs, then at least you would abandon 
your assumption of the uniformity of nature? Not so, I 
answer ; if they were without ribs, they would not be snakes 
as at present defined ; and if they were proved in all other 
respects to be true snakes, we should have to alter our 
definition of snakes. We used to believe that all mammals 
brought forth their young in a fairly advanced state of 
development, but now we know that the duckbill of 
Australia lays eggs. We have had to alter our Idea of the 
mammal, but that does not show that nature is not uniform. 
I see, says my friend with a smile, that this assumption is so 
deeply rooted in your mind that nothing is likely to shake 
it. Of course it is, I reply ; it is the condition of all explana- 
tion ; for if nature be not uniform what is the good of my 
trying to explain anything, since the explanation will be 
invalidated by departures from uniformity ? And what is 
the good of forming a general concept of anything, such as 
this which I define as a snake, if its qualities are variable 
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through the variability of nature ? All explanation depends 
on uniformity in that which is to be explained, and unifor- 
mity in the use of the terms by which it is explained. 

I have thus led up to a conception of wide range and 
generality — that of uniformity — in the light of which certain 
transitions in consciousness are explained, and have indi 
cated its three-fold applicability. If our terminology be not 
uniform — if “coral .sigake^* and “poisonous"' sometimes 
mean one thing and sometimes another — we cannot express 
the logical sequence of our thought. If our concepts be not 
uniform — if “coral snake" sometimes includes the factor 
poisonous and sometimes docs not — our thought will have 
no logical sequence to express. If nature be not uniform — 
if coral snakes are sometimes poisonous and sometimes 
harmless — our thought and its expression may be logical, 
but this will not enable us to explain the world in which we 
live. Uniformity of symbolization (one term one meaning),* 
uriifoimity of thought (the meaning nowise variable), and 
uniformity of nature (experience as trustworthy), these form 
the triple support of the “therefore;" these ate the condi- 
tions under which alone we can attempt explanations of 
ourselves or of our surroundings. Of these three, the uni- 
formity of nature is altogether beyond our control. If ex- 
perience is not trustworthy, that is not our fault. But if we 
fail to keep the concepts clearly defined and invariable, or if 

* To prevent misconception, let me add lluil in saying “ one tcnii 
one. meaning,” I intend it to be understood that, for jmrposcs of exact 
logical tht)iighl, every term must pro hoc be rigidly defined, and must 
not be used in any other sense than the one so defined. In the general 
usage of language, the greater numbt of the words we employ are in 
themselves indefinite {i.e. centres of divergent association), and become 
definite only in and through their environment in the context. The life 
and freedom of language would be lost if all words were bound down by 
rigid definition. Language would then cease to be organic, and become 
merely mechanicai, as it is, indeed, in purely technical scientific state- 
meats, and in the syllogism of formal logic. 
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we use the same term in several different senses, that is the 
fault not of nature but of our thought, or of our mode of 
expressing it. 

I do not propose to discuss the nature and character of 
the inferences of formal logic. Those who have a mind to 
do so can seek further information than they already possess 
concerning the syllogism, its figures and moods, in some 
standard manual of logic. It is more to the point for us to 
ask what is essential to any valid syllogism. But before 
giving an answer to this question it may be well to note 
that it does not describe, and is not intended to describe, 
the manner or order of the normal transitions in conscious- 
ness with which it is the province of psychology to deal. 
It affords, however, schematic forms by the aid of which 
the products of psychological processes may be tested with 
regard to their reliability for the purposes of reasoning. 
And what is essential in any such syllogistic form ? The 
systematic application of the relevant portion of a systematic 
scheme of knowledge to the particular case under considera- 
tion. The essential feature is, in a word, the system which 
determines the nature of rational procedure, and is rendered 
clearly explicit through formal logic. It is a two fold system ; 
for it is the systematic application of systematic knowledge. 

Now in ordinary rational procedure, in the absence of 
formal logic, we have the one system without the other. 
We have the application of systematic knowledge; but the 
application is not thrown into the schematic form required 
by a system of logic. And it is important that we should 
fully and clearly grasp that the practical value of conceptual 
thought lies in its development of a system which shall 
afford guidance in the concrete situations of our daily life. 
By a system is meant a generalized plan or scheme whicli 
will enable us to deal with new situations more rapidly and 
more effectually than is possilde to sense-experience alone; 
and with less of that cr-^de and comparatively aimless trial 
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and error which is necessary in the absence of rational 
guidance. 

When we rise to the level of conceptual thought we enter 
into a new mental sphere — that of Ideal Construction. Our 
. entry thereinto is rendered possible by the perception of 
relations. But perception only extracts the material and 
moulds the bricks out of which, by the higher process of 
conception, the mansion of thought is built. It will repay 
us to endeavour to reach a clear understanding of the differ- 
ence between our manner of procedure in those cases in 
which sense-expcricncc is the only guide, and in those in 
which sense experience is supplemented by rational guidance 
in accordance with some system developed in conceptual 
thought. In human procedure and conduct both are 
operative ; but in different degrees in different i)hases of 
our life and in different situations. And probably sense- 
experience is never, in highly-educated folk, ciuitc what it 
would be were they not in other respects rational. Still 
wc can to some extent strip off the garment of our thought, 
and in some degree realize what would be the nature of 
our experience without it. And in our observations of the 
behaviour of others we can often trace the indications 
which mark the presence or absence of a system. 

The difference between systematic procedure and that 
which is the outcome of scnsc-expcriencc alone is well 
exemplified by some experiments made on children and 
reported by Dr Lindlcy. Children often have occasion to 
search for some object which they have lost. They rely 
on trial and error. They look about, here, there, and else- 
where, until they stumble upo; it and arc satislied. J his 
mode of planless search has probably been successful in 
the majority of cases, and is therefore the one which has 
been endorsed by the lessons of naive experience. 1 he 
experiments were as follows. A ball was dropped in a grass 
field, and the children were severally started from a staki' 
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in the middle to look for it. Each in turn would meander 
about, searching perhaps one corner or another over and 
over again ; and if the child found the ball after a very 
variable, often long time, he did so by happening at last 
to come within sight of it, say at a distance of live or six 
feet. That was the way children dealt with the situation, 
on the basis of their previous experience of the ultimate 
success of haphazard search. With ipost adults the search 
was methodical. They cither started from the stake in a 
spiral, the sweeping lines of which were about ten or twelve 
feet apart, so that, when the spiral was complete, every 
part of the field had come within the range of vision ; or 
they quartered the field with a gridiron course, the traverses 
again being such a distance apart as to afford opportunities 
of seeing in detail the whole field from one or other of 
them. Such was the manner in which they rapidly, in four 
or five minutes, dealt with the situation in the light of an 
effective plan of systematic search. It presented a simple 
problem — to devise or apply a scheme by which all parts 
of the field should be brought within the range of vision 
in the least number of steps. And definite reasons could 
be as.signcd the given course was adopted and ztV/j' it 
was bound to be successful. 

Now where, as in this case, we have the definite applica- 
tion of a systematic plan (in the observations cited the 
outcome of ideal construction concerning the properties of 
space to the requirements of a given concrete situation) we 
have procedure which is in essence rational, since it is 
based on conceptions of universal validity — whether or not 
the nature of the application is systematically formulated 
according to the canons of logic. I have made hundreds 
of experiments on dogs searching for a ball or for marked 
stones which I had thrown for them as already described, 
and in no case have 1 obtained evidence ot systematic 
search. I shall, however, in the next chapter consider the 
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behaviour of animals. At present wc are concerned with 
the characteristics of behaviour which is based on a system. 
And it may perhaps be urged that in many cases of prompt 
and successful action there is, at the time, no rational 
thought, the system being applied to the particular case 
almost automatically. There is no focussing of the “there- 
fore or the because when the act is performed, though 
there may be afterwards a rendering explicit of the logical 
relation, if an explanation of the grounds for so acting be 
demanded. I take it, however, that this is only so when 
the application of the systematic product of conceptual 
thought to the particular case is no longer ne>v, but has 
become more or less habitual from like applications to 
similar cases in the past. Then no thought is required. 
The explicit rationality of the act has lapsed. But this is 
not so on just those occasions when the initial value of 
the attainment to system is made manifest — that is to say, 
on those occasions when past experience is in itself in- 
sufficient for guidance. Then the hitch of unfamiliarity 
makes itself felt; it gives pause; we must think before we 
act. We ar.; puzzled for a moment or for a longer period ; 
then the illuminating conception contes to mind, and we 
say or think “ I have it.” Have what? Is it not the logical 
connection, whether wc put the “therefore” into words or 
not? Furthermore, is not the fact that even the habitual 
application can be explained by the rendering explicit of 
the logical relation — is not this fact evidence that it lias 
been there in earlier examples of the application, though 
it may since then have lapsed into the background ol 
consciousness? If it has never been there, the procedure 
has probably been merely pseudo rational, performed per- 
haps in imitation of tlic act i)f another -at any rate not 
through the conscious utilization of a conception, as such, 
with knowledge of its relation to the paiticular case on 
which it sheds the light of thoiighi. Such pseudo rational 
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action cannot be at once explained by the agent — ^just 
because it is pseudo-rational. And thus we come back to 
the contention that the rendering of an explanation of the 
grounds of action is evidence that the act has at some lime 
been consciously rational, involving an inference, no matter 
how habitual its later performance may have become. 

There is much difference of opinion as to the proper use 
of the term inference.'' By some it is, used alike in the 
interpretation of (i) the behaviour of the dog which gnaws 
lliis bone because he has got satisfaction in sense-experience 
from g?iawing other bones, and (2) the procedure of the 
man of science, who interpolates a point on a plotted curve 
and infers from the generalized results of a series of experi- 
ments that a further experiment, never before tried, will 
give a result which he accurately forecasts. On the other 
hand, by others it is employed only in those cases, like the 
latter of those just given, in which the inference is a con- 
clusion derived from systematized conceptions. There is a 
like difference of opinion as to the use of the term “reason.” 
By some it is used in a broader sense, inclusive of the 
results which are attained by mental processes which imply 
no more than sense-experience. By others it is restricted 
to those cases in which the products of conceptual thought 
are implied in the process. These differences of opinion 
mainly depend on the relative stress and emphasis which 
arc laid on continuity or on differentiation in the evolu- 
tionary process. Those who lay stress on continuity 
employ “inference,” “reason,” and other terms in a broad 
generic sense to include all phases of a slowly evolving 
process ; those who insist on differentiation use these terms 
in a narrower specific sense to mark off the higher from 
the lower stages attained in the course of evolution. When 
the doctrine of evolution was winning its way to accept- 
ance, it was natural that its advocates should employ every 
means at their command to strengthen their position and 
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to emphasize the continuity underlying diversity of aspect. 
But now that the position is secure, and continuity is 
generally admitted, it seems desirable to mark off, by re- 
striction of the range of use of the terms we employ, the 
stages of differentiation. This may be done by the use of 
qualifying adjectives or by the limitation of terms. 

Now there can be no question that sense-experience 
alone, without tly^ aid of any higher conceptual process, 
is a sufficient basis for expectations leading to practical 
behaviour. And those who insist on using the term “infer- 
ence,” in the wider acceptation, will call them practical 
inferences, or inferences in the field of sense-experience, or 
they will call them immediate as contrasted with mediate 
inferences. A dog suddenly scents a trail, or spoor, which 
suggests through association the image of a fox, or which 
means fox. Sambo, lying on the rug in the hall, sees his 
master come downstairs in a black coat, watches him put 
on a tall hat and pick up his gloves, and is content to let 
him depart ; but if he comes down in a slack coat, the dog 
is on the alert; and when his master puts on a felt hat, 
Sambo’s joy knows no bounds. For him black coat and 
tall hat has a different meaning from slack coat and felt 
hat. The latter situation means walk ; the former does not. 
Such immediate inferences, or better, direct expectations, 
are familiar enough in our own experience, and form the 
basis of a wide range of animal behaviour. 

These differ from the more highly evolved mediate infer- 
ences — those to which I think it would be well to restrict 
the term “inference” — in the absence of any products of 
conceptual thought mediating between the situation as 
presented to consciousness and the expectation it begets. 
It is true that the body of past experience functions as 
the premisses to a conclusion ; it is true that in mediate 
inference the products of conceptual thought are founded 
on experience. i5ut in the one case the results of cxpcii- 
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ence arc systematized and universalized ; in the other they 
arc not. 

To the process of practical or immediate inference, 
reached through association in sense experience, the term 
reasoning is applied by many writers, especially those who 
have been desirous of laying stress on the continuity of 
evolutionary process. It is sometimes spoken of as reason- 
ing from particulars, sometimes, as by Professor Sully and 
others, as implicit reasoning. On the other hand, those 
who lay emphasis on the differentiation of the stages of 
evolution and development employ the term in a more 
restricted sense. In this usage reasoning may be described 
as the process of dealing with a given situation in the light 
of conceptual thought, accompanied by the knowledge that 
the conclusion reached is connected with the conceptual 
premisses by the bond of relationship which wc symbolize 
in the word “therefore’^ or because.” It implies a refer- 
ence to the relevant portion of a system mediating between 
the situation as presented and the situation as rationally 
developed. This is the sense in which I use the words 
“reason” and “reasoning,” reserving the word “intel- 
ligence” for the process in virture of which expectations 
are begotten in the field of sense-experience, and behaviour 
follows on immediate “inference.” On this view, if we 
wish to determine whether there is intelligent expectation 
on the one hand, or rational inference on the other, wc 
must inquire whether the logical relation of* premise to 
conclusion is clearly perceived or not. That being alone 
is rational, in the more restricted sense of the term, who 
is able to focus the ihefcjore. 

The materials on which reason, in this more restricted 
sense, exercises its function arc thickly strewn along the 
path of our daily experience, and were present for ages 
before reason came on the scene of mental life to explain 
th‘ riT Scnse experience affords the raw material out of 
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which all our liighcr conceptual thought is elaborated. 
But only in the light of reflection are the relations which 
are involved perceived and conceived as such. Only in 
the light of reflection does the logical connection of the 
sequence of conscious states emerge into clear view, and 
does the faculty of reason become manifest. The function 
of reason is to explain, to disclose, and set forth the 
relations. And this it may do through the mediation of 
the syllogism. This schematic arrangement of the pro- 
positions, however, I repeat, does not describe and is not 
intended to describe, the manner or order of transition at 
the moment of experience. It may chance to present that 
order, or it may not. What it does is to place the pro- 
positions in convenient sequence for logical exposition and 
justification. 

But when conceptual thought has been reached, when 
systematic generalizations have taken form in the mind, 
the significance of a situation, or given presentation, in 
relation to the system, may arise as rapidly and directly 
as the meaning of a situation does for sense-experience. 
Hence come those flashes of insight which are so difficult 
to explain on any psychology that is based merely on 
as‘=^ociationi,sm. For associationists they require at least 
that mental chemistry” with which Hartley and Mill 
were forced to supplement their interpretation of mental 
phenomena. AVhen we have been pondering long over a 
problem and arranging and rearranging our conceptions, 
at last, perhaps through some new observation, perhaps 
by some sidelight thrown on the question, sometimes 
apparently from no cause that we can assign, there is 
a sudden illumination of ' mental field. A conclusion 
shoots into the mind and is accompanied by^the conviction 
that it is valid and may be securely relied on. Thus the 
hypothesis of natural selection flashed on both Darwin and 
Dr A. R. Wallace, on reading I>Ialthus. In these cases 
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wc may say that the rational process is itnplicit, and that 
the logical relations must be subsequently rendered explicit. 
For in these cases logic is the afterthought to insight. But 
we only find these cases of implicit reasoning in minds 
which are already capable of explicit reasoning. There 
was no doubt much reasoning of the implicit type in the 
life-work of Newton ; but we should not employ this phrase 
for what may have occurred in the mind of his dog 
Diamond, unless we have independent evidence of the dog's 
rationality. 

We must revert, in conclusion, to that characteristic of 
conceptual thought to which allusion has already been 
made when it was said that its product is Ideal construc- 
tion ; for this is of the utmost importance to the advance of 
human knowledge. It is in the light of such Ideal con- 
struction that the data of sense-experience, presented in 
concrete situations, may be interpreted and dealt with in a 
methodical and systematic manner. It is influential both 
on theory and practice, since in all effective human work 
the two are kept in closest touch with each other, and are 
constantly interacting. Practical experience presents certain 
sequences of phenomena ; by Ideal construction their net 
results are universalized and rendered schematic. But the 
process does not stop here. New phenomena are met with 
in practical experience, and the scheme is applied to their 
elucidation and appealed to for guidance in dealing with 
them effectively. But, maybe, the scheme dpes not work 
quite satisfactorily; in its generalized form it does not 
comprise this or that outstanding element in the practical 
situation as further developed through widened experience. 
So the scheme has to be modified that it may embrace 
all the known sequences given in a more extended experi- 
ence. Applied to yet further observations, it enables us to 
interpret and to deal with them better; but still not quite 
satisfactorily or with complete adequacy. Again, the 
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schematic form —the generalizations in conceptual thought 
— must be so far refashioned in Ideal construction ; 
and so on with constant interplay between an improved 
scheme and widening experience. At every step of the 
process the scheme stands for, epitomizes, and gives 
universal expression to, a wider range of phenomena ; at 
every step it departs more widely from a mere description 
of any given situation ; and at every step there is a more 
complete transfornffation of the experience, as given, for the 
purposes of human thought and knowledge. Occasionally 
the limits of modification of the existing scheme are 
reached, as they were for example in the Ptolemaic inter- 
pretation of astronomical phenomena. Then a fresh Ideal 
construction is required, a transformation of experience on 
a new plan. The essential feature of conceptual thought 
lies in the fact that there is such a transformation, and that 
the system thus developed enables us to deal with practical 
situations in a rational manner. 

It may be said, however, that such Ideal construction, 
and the elaboration of a methodical system is the char- 
acteristic of conceptual thought at its best and highest. 
What about the lower stages ? Can we assign an irreducible 
minimum and say — If this be present wc have at least the 
beginnings of conceptual thought, but if this be absent we 
have only sense-experience dealing with the practical and 
concrete situation on a lower plane of mental develop 
rnent ? I reply that wherever there is reached by analysis 
and synthesis a cojiccpt of however low a grade, and this 
concept throws light on the particular case presented in a 
situation, w’e have passed the boundary between sense- 
experience and conceptual "’lought. This analysis, which 
involves abstraction, is the criterion. The concept itself is 
the system in embyro. 



288 INTRODUCTION TO COMPARATIVE PSYCirOrOr^Y. 


CHAPTER XVI. 

7)0 ANIMALS TREASON? 

7E are now in a position to considei^the question which 
^ ^ I have prefixed as a heading to this chapter. It is 
obvious that, as we attempt to answer the question, we must 
steadily bear in mind the sense in which the term “reasoning'^ 
is employed. If we apply this term to the process by which 
an animal, profiting by experience, adapts his actions to 
somewhat varying circumstances, there can be no hesitation 
whatever in giving an affirmative answer to the question. 
There is no doubt that animals not only profit by past 
experience, but that they can apply this experience to 
concrete situations as they severally arise. So much is 
implied by the attribution to them of intelligence. Where 
a situation is assimilated with those in which experience 
has already been gained, expectations arise which are a 
sufficient guide to practical behaviour. As we have seen, 
such expectations are sometimes called practical inferences: 
if the word is to be used with a wide moaning, we may 
regard them as intelligent inferences. Mr L, T. Hobhouse 
calls them, in a recent work on Mind in Evolution^ practical 
judgments as contrasted with the universal judgments of 
conceptual thought. It is true that his “practical judg 
ment” may seem to imply more than 1 am disposed to 
allow to animal psychology. It is true that he credits the 
animal with a power of perceiving relations which apj)cars 
to be more than I am myself prepared to grants But then 
he says: “In such a perception, the relations contained 
contribute to the character of the whole as much as the 
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dements that are related, and in that sense tlie relations 
may be said to be perceived. It does not follow tliat the 
character of any of the relations concerned is analyzed out 
and distinguished from the terms which compose it.” Thi.s 
distinguishing of the relation from its terms, which is just 
what I mean by the perception of relations as considered in 
the thirteenth chapter, he docs not claim for the animal. 
As the outcome of a^’ery careful consideration of the whole 
question, supplemented by a number of interesting and 
valuable experimental observations, he concludes that “the 
highest animals have as much capacity for dealing with the 
practical exigencies of their surroundings as can be attained 
by an intelligence limited in its sco])e to the concrete and 
the practical. Intelligeiu'c as we conceive it in this stage is 
capable of forming what we have called practical judgments.” 

If then behaviour which is the outcome of concrete sense- 
experience, is placed in the same category as rational conduct 
based on the conceptual thought which results from the 
analysis of experience and the synthesis of ideal construction, 
we must freely adiiiit that animals can and do reason, but 
I have used the term reason in a more restricted sen^e. 
Mr Hobhouse regards such restriction as arbitrary. 'I'he 
whole question, in his view, is a matter of degree. “ It i.s 
not that new faculties are introduced, but that old faculties 
receive a fresh development.” “ A chicken avoids a cater- 
pillar because he dislikes tlie taste. We [lerhaps refuse to 
allow that the chicken reasons because he does not know 
wlrit it is that makes tlu! cater})illar taste bad. After the 
chicken follows the chemist, who finds that the caterpillar 
secretes a certain acid. l»ut will the chemist explain why 
a given acid has an acrid taste, or show how the experience 
of unpleasantness should modify suhsc(|uent action? A 
horse learns to lift a latch. We du not think he reasons. 
He merely has found out how it done, and docs it. 
A man explains to a child the action of the latch, and 

'I 
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sliows how by pressing it at one point you lift it out of a 
catch at another. He, we say, reasons because he analyzes 
the process and how it is done. But a physicist might 
point out that the man knows nothing whatever about it 
unless he sees that the principle of the lever is involved 
in a simple form ; and a metaphysician might add that the 
physicist cannot be said to understand the principle of the 
lever unless he is prepared to decide wiiether it is a principle 
which holds true of reality, and if so, on what epistemo- 
logical grounds. If we allow reason to the human species 
in general, and yet restrict it to that species, it must bo 
by identifying the term reason arbitrarily with a certain 
grade in the development of analysis.'* 

But there are no grounds for supposing that in the chicken 
or the horse there is any development of analysis. It is not 
a question of a certain grade but of any grade. I may call 
Mr Hobhouse himself as a witness. Under the heading 
Absence of Analysis, he says: “At the ^snme time it must 
be understood tliat, if we attribute ideas to an animal, they 
are not ideas arrived at by any breaking-up, analysis, or 
other elaboration of what is given in perception [/.c., <'on- 
crete experience]. None of my animals (with the possible 
exception now and again of the monkeys) showed tlic least 
understanding of the how or why of their actions, as distinrt 
from the crude fact that to do such and such a thing pro- 
duced the result they required. It is the want of what we 
may call analysis that made, for example, the push-hack boll 
[in certain experiments] such a difficulty. What Jack |a 
dog] and the clc[)hant knew was, crudely, that they had 
to push this bolt. 'I'hat the reason why they had to push 
it was to get it dear of the staple they obviously never 
grasped.’* Such is Mr Hobhoiisc’.s testimony. Of course 
all definition and restriction of terms is arbitrary. 'H»e 
object is to attain such dearness of tlioughl as will enable 
U.S to understand exactly what we are discussing. 'I'o this 
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end I have restricted the term “reason/' not indeed so as 
to identify it with a certain grade of analysis, but rather 
to that process which, as the result of analysis and re- 
synthesis, affords a scheme in the light of which action 
is taken. The process which I have described in an earlier 
chapter under the heading The Perception of Relations is 
the avenue to analysis ; and this process, as we have seen, is 
closely bound up with the beginnings of conceptual thought. 
Afr ITobhouse, iruiced, says that when, by an act of 
analysis, we make the relation a distinc^t object of thought, 
independent of the terms which it connects in a particular 
case, we pass from perception to conception, and this 
passage takes place in such close connection with the 
focussing of the relation in the particular case, that the 
question whether animals reason, in the restricted sense 
of the term, and the question whether they are capable 
of analysis are very closely related. I have already re- 
corded my opinion that animals do not focally perceive 
relations: from this it follows that they do not utilize con- 
ceptions so as to i'ea.son. But it will be well to discuss 
the question further from the somewhat different standpoint 
which wc have now reached. 

Tony, the fox-ierrier pup already introduced to my 
readers, when he wanted to go out into the road, used to 
put his head under the latch of the gate, lift it, and wait 
for the gate to swing open. Now an observer of the dog’s 
intelligent action might well suppose that he clearly per- 
c^'ived how the end in view was to be gained, and the most 
appropriate means for effecting his purpose. But here 
much depends on the sense in which this statement is 
understood. It may be understood in the sense that the situa- 
tion had acrpiired what Dr Stout calls “meaning/’ so that 
certain concrete surroundings suggested directly, and with- 
out analysis, a given mode of practical behaviour. Or it 
may be underslood in the sense that the dog formed a 
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general conception of means such as could be profitably 
applied to this particular end. If the former interpretation 
be correct, I should say that Tony acted intelligently as the 
result of sense-experience; if the latter, I should regard his 
conduct as rational. And it may be said that it is quite 
impossible to decide between the two views, since we 
cannot ascertain what passed through the dog’s mind. 
Once more, therefore, I must draw attention to the canon 
of interpretation adopted at the oiftset of our inquiries 
concerning other minds than ours, namely, that in no case 
is an animal activity to be interpreted in terms of higher 
psychological processes, if it can be fairly interpreted in 
terms of processes which stand lower in the scale of psycho- 
logical evolution and development. The question is there- 
fore whether Tony’s behaviour can be fairly explained 
without his forming any conception of the relation of the 
means employed to the end attained. It appears to me 
that it can. I watched the development of the habit. 
The gate is of iron and has iron bars running vertically 
with interspaces of five or six inches between. On either 
side is a wall or low parapet, on which are similar vertical 
rails. The latch of the gate is at a level of about a foot 
above that of the top of the low wall. When it is lifted, 
the gate swings open by its own weight. When the dog 
was put out of the front door he naturally wanted to gel 
out into the road, where there was often much to interest 
him; cats to be worried, other dogs with wdiom to establish 
a sniffing acquaintance, and so forth. T watched the dog at 
a very early stage of the development of the habit. He 
then ran up and down the low wall, and put his head out 
between the iron bars, now here, now there, now elsewhere, 
keenly gazing into the road. This he did for quite three 
or four minutes. Although he had gone out of that gate 
many times, although he had opportunities for seeing me 
lift the latch (a matter that probably had no interest what- 
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ever for him, following me out being a matter of course in 
his experience), he did not specially look out at or near the 
gate. He certainly did not seem to have any notion of 
means to attain an end; nor indeed did he seem to bo 
trying to get out. He appeared only to be looking rest- 
lessly and wistfully at the familiar road. At length it so 
happened that he put out his head beneath the latch, 
which, as I have say, is at a convenient height for his 
doing so, being about a foot above the level of the wall. 
The latch was thus lifted. He withdrew his head and 
began to look out elsewhere, when he noticed that the gate 
was swinging open, and out he bolted. After that, when- 
ever I took him out, instead of opening the gate for him, 
I waited until he lifted the latch. Gradually he went, after 
less frequent poking of his head in the wrong place, to the 
one opening from which the latch could be lifted. But it 
was nearly three weeks, during which I took him out about 
a dozen times, before he went at once and without hesitation 
to the right place and put his head without any ineffectual 
fumbling beneath the latch. Why did he take so long.^^ 
I think partly because there was so little connection between 
gazing ouf into the road and getting out into the road. He 
did not, at first at any rate, seem to do the former in order 
to effect the latter. The relation between means and end 
did not appear to take form in his mind, even subconsciously 
as means to the end. And I take it that he never had the 
faintest notion of how or why looking out just there came to 
mean w^alking forth into the road. 

With regard to this particular trick, then, 1 venture to 
affirm that, ivhen we knoiv Ike whole hisiory oj Tony’s 
action is quite similar in kind to that of iny little chick, 
Blackie, which, profiting by a chance experience, pulled 
down the corner of the newspaper ai^d escaped from my 
experimental poultry-yard. As it stands, it is quite within 
the range of sense-experience; nay, more, it affords a very 
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pretty example of the application of scnse-expcrience to 
new circumstances. It is typically intelligent. 

One of my own students, Mr Edward J. Shellard, in- 
forms me of a case which fell within his own observation, 
of an action which “appeared at first to be the result of 
thought,” but which on closer investigation was clearly 
seen to be the outcome of sense-experience. A Scotch 
staghound living in a yard w-as of|pn shut out, and in 
order to enter raised the latch of the door opening into 
the yard. Here again the chance observer would be likely 
to fix upon the fact of the latch being purposely raised, but 
the investigator would seek to know the exact manner in 
which the action was performed, and how the habit was 
acquired. In this instance the manner was as follows : 
'riic staghound “at first raised his paw's to the door and 
scratched violently, manifesting various signs of impatience. 
His scratches, which extended from the top of the door 
dowTiwards and over the wliole area, would thus inevitably, 
at some time or other reach the handle of the latch, 
which was thus struck forcibly downwards, the latch itself 
rising upwards, d’he door would then open from the weight 
of the dog pushing against it. The dog always opened 
the door in this manner from the time when the incident 
was first noticed until he left, a period of about three years, 
d’lic door was ojiencd with no greater Case at the ex- 
piration of that period than at the croinnicnccnicnl. II is 
paws w'ould strike various parts of the door, and he never 
ap[)eared to exercise any degree of judgment in the local 
ization of his strokes, the fact of his paws striking the 
handle of the latch being a necessary result, provided the 
dog had sufficient patience and strength to continue.*’ 

I have elsewhere described* subsequent observations on 
my fox terrier. I watched his behaviour when a solid 

* Animal Behaviour^ hum which I transcribe this and the f()Ilowiii[; 
paragraphs, pp. 146-147. 
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India rubber ball \tas thrown^ towards a wall standing at 
right angles to its course. At first he followed it right up to 
the wall, and then back as it rebounded. So lung as it 
travelled with .such velocity as to be only just ahead of 
him he pursued the same course. But when it was 
thrown more violently, so as to meet him on the re- 
bound as he ran towards the wall, lie learnt that he was 
able to seize it as it came towards him. And, profiting 
by the experience^ thus gained, he acquired the habit, 
though for long with some uncertainty of reaction, of slow- 
ing off when the object of his pursuit iipproached the 
wall, thus awaiting its rebound. .Again, when the ball was 
thrown so as to glance at a wide angle from a surface, 
at lirst, when the velocity was such as to keep it just 
ahead of him, he followed its course. Bui when the 
velocity was increased he learnt to take a short cut along 
the third side of a triangle, so as to catch the object at 
some distance from the w’all. Another series of experiments 
was made at a si)ot where a right angle was formed by the 
meeting of two surfaces. One side of the angle, the left, 
wa.5 dealt with for a day or two. At first the ball w'^as closely 
and directly followed. Then a short cut was taken to meet 
its deflected course. On the fourth day this behaviour was 
well established. On the fifth the ball was thrown so as 
to strike the other or right side of the angle, and thus be 
deflected in the Ojipositc direction. Tlu' dog followed the 
old course (the short cut tq the left), and was completely 
nonplussed, .searching that side, then more widely, and not 
finding tiic ball for eleven minutes. On repealing the 
experiment thrice, similar results wore obtained. On the 
following day tlie ball wa- thrown just ahead of him, 
.so as to strike to the right of the angle, and was followed 
and caught. This couisc was pursued for ihree days, 
and he then learnt to take a short c.,t to the righL^ On the 
next day the ball was .sent, as at first, to the left, and the 
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dog was again nonplussed, having raced off to the right, 
in accordance with the more recent results of experience. 
Up to the lime of his death 1 did not succeed in getting 
Tony to associate a given difference of initial direction with 
a resultant difference of deflection. 

A well-known writer, Dr. Andrew Wilson, describes the 
case of a dog* which used to hunt a rabbit nearly every 
morning down a curved shrubbery, and each time ran it 
into a drain at the end. “The dog tRen appears to have 
come to the conclusion ” — I quote Dr Wilson’s words — 
“ that the chord of a circle is shorter than its arc, for he 
raised the rabbit again, and instead of following him 
through the shrubbery, as usual, he took the short cut to 
the drain, and was ready and in waiting for the rabbit when 
he arrived, and caught him.” It is here assumed that the 
dog perceived the relation between a chord and its arc. I 
do not myself believe that he did ; but that is not the 
question ; that is a matter of individual opinion. The 
question is: Can we or can we not explain the dog’s action 
as the outcome of sensc-experience, as indicative of in- 
telligence profiting by association? I do not see how this 
can be denied. The terrier used to start the rabbit nearly 
every morning, and each time saw it escape into the old 
drain. That the sight of the rabbit should suggest the 
drain into which it daily cscapetl, and that \vhcn the idea 
was suggested the dog should run there directly, is a 
sequence not impossible, one would think, to sense 
experience. And if so, the canon of interpretation, so 
often referred to, makes it imperative for us who adopt 
it to acce{)t the interpretation of the actioii as due 
to the simpler (Exercise of intelligence based on sense- 
experience lather than that according to w’hich the dog per- 
ceived the relation between the chord and its arc. 

C^>mmenting on this 'suggc.sted explanation, Mr Hob 

■ * by Kum.inco in Animal IntcHigmce^ p. 461. 
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house says:* “I do not, any more than Mr Lloyd 
Morgan, suppose a dog to know that a chord is shorter 
than its arc, but neither do I think an association of the 
idea of the drain with that of the rabbit adequate nor even 
relevant to the case. Why should an ‘ idea of the drain * 
cause the dog to run to it ? The dog does not want to 
catch a drain, but a rabbit What is needed is the idea 
of the ‘ rabbit at ^the drain,’ and that, moreover, as an 
event that will shortly take place. In fact, as we analyze 
the idea, it turns into the judgment, ‘ the rabbit will run to 
the drain ’ as it did yesterday, and then it becomes an 
intelligible basis for the dog’s action in taking the nearest 
course. In any case, whether we call it association or 
judgment, we have to admit that the dog acted, not as 
he acted before, but with a difference ; and this difference 
is explained if we conceive him as applying the results won 
from previous experience to present circumstances in sub- 
servience to his desire,” I confess I should not have 
expected such a criticism from Mr Ilobhouse. It shows, 
however, how difficult it is to make one s meaning plain 
in such matters as those which are under discussion. I 
iiad said'.f ‘Sense-experience and association afford the 
basis of a great number of expectations of the greatest 
practical value in the conduct of life. Such expectations 
may be described as intelligent inferences or inferences 
in the field of sense-experience.” And I thought that 
“rabbit at the drain,” as the expectation resulting from 
[previous experience, and the application of this experience, 
without analysis, to present circumstances, was just what 
might be inferred from my liscussion of tlie nature of in- 
telligence. So, too, in criticising my interpretation of 
another piece of animal behaviour, Mr Hobhouse says]: 

* Mind in livoltiiicn, p. 2i‘Z» 

i' This woik as originally published, p. 2ST. 

Mind in Evciuiion^ p. 264. 
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that “out of past experience the animal picks a way of 
satisfying its desires. I'he practical judgment is not inde- 
pendent of associations, for association sii[)plies the whole 
of the material. Hut out of the material it selects what it 
wants, and shapes it as required.” Hut ten years before 
Mr llobhousc’s work appeared I had said :* “ The ability 
to perform acts in special adaiitation to special circum- 
stances, the power of exercising individual choice between 
contradictory promptings, and the indi victual ity or originality 
manifested in dealing with the complex conditions of an 
ever-changing environment — these seem to be distinctive 
features of intelligence” as contrasted with instinct. T wish 
to avoid controversy, and therefore only add that Mr 
Hobhouse has stated in other words, and perliaps better, an 
interpretation in all essential features that which I had 
striven, ineffectually it would seem, to express. 

Dr Thorndike has laid great stress on the importance of 
what he terms the impulse, which he defines f as “ the direct 
feeling of the doing as distinguished from the idea of the act 
done, gained through eye, etc.” He regards the current 
associationist intcr[)rctation as implying “that an animal, 
whenever he thinks of an act, can supply the impulse to do 
the act,” and claims that the groundwork of animal associa 
tions is not the association of ideas, but the association of 
idea or sense-impression \vilh impulse.”! The point is an 
important one, and worthy of cm[>hasis. Hut presumably 
few who had been led to deny to animals the formation of 
free ideas, the products of analysis, w'ho had l>ecn forced to 
lay stress ii{)on practical, concrete experience as the l>asis of 
behaviour, vvould have dreamt of suggesting that “ the im 
pulse which actually does it ” could be “ supplied at will.” 

* Animal Life and I ntelii-^cw p. 45.S. 

T “Animal Intelligence: an Kxperimcntal Study,” P$}\holo^i^ai 
1 5, June 1890. 

+ Pp. 66, 71. 
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They might even be tempted to (|uestion whethei, as the 
result of conceptual thought, it could he supplied at will in 
the absence of previous association. In any case, in animal 
psychology the “feeling of doing” must be an inalienable 
part of the practical situation where behaviour is concerned. 
And Dr 'I’horndike has done well to bring it into clear 
prominence and relief. 

The cxperimei^s described by Dr Thorndike in his 
monograph arc of considerable interest. Animals, chielly 
^cats, but also one or two dogs, were placed, hungry, in cages 
rudely constructed of wooden laths, and forming somewhat 
cramped prisons about twenty inches long by fifteen broad 
and twelve high. From these the animal could escape by 
some simple act, such as pulling a loo[) of cord, pressing a 
lever or standing on a platform, or by two or more such acts 
where the door was held to by more than one bolt. The 
animal w^as put into the enclosure, food was left outside in 
sight, and his actions observed. In some cases the door 
was opened for the cat when it licked itself or scratched 
itself The net result of the experiments is that the animal 
claws about aimlessly under the impulse to escape from 
confinement, until it chances to claw the string or loop or 
button so as to allow the door to swing open.* “ Gradually 
all the other non-succcssful impulses will be stamped out, 
and the particular impulse leading to the successful act will 
be stamped in by the resulting pleasure, until, after many 
trials, the cat will, when put in the box, immediately claw 
the button or loop in a definite way. . . . Starting, then, 

with its store of instinctive impulses, th.c cat hits upon the 
successful movement, and .gradually associates it with the 
sense-impression of the interior of the box until the conuec- 
lion is perfect, so that it performs the act as soon as 
confronted with the sense-impression.” “Associations 
between licking or scratching itself and escaping are 
similarly established, and there wa^ a noticeable tendency 
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to diminish the act until it becomes the were vestige of a 

lick or a scratch. 

More recently Dr Thorndike has extended his observations 
to monkeys.* The apparatus used cannot here be described. 
“In their method of learning,” says this observer,! “the 
monkeys do not advance far beyond the generalized 
mammalian type, but in their proficiency in that method 
they do. They seem at least to form Associations very 
much faster, and they form very many more. They also 
seem superior in the delicacy and in the complexity of the 
associations formed, and the connections seem to be more 
permanent.” “In discussing these facts,” he says in an 
earlier part of his monograph,! wc may first clear our way 
of one popular explanation, that this learning was due to 
‘reasoning.’ If we use the word reasoning in its technical 
psychological meaning as the function of reaching conclu- 
sions by the perception of relations, comparison and infer- 
ence, if we think of the mental content involved as feelings 
of relation, perceptions of similarity, general and abstract 
notions and judgments, we find no evidence of reasoning in 
the behaviour of the monkeys towards the mechanisms 
used. . . . The argument that successful dealings with 
mechanical contrivances imply that the animals reasoned 
out the properties of the mechanisms, is destroyed when 
we find mere selection from their general instinctive ac- 
tivities sufficient to cause success with bars, hooks, loops, 
etc. There is also in the case of the monkeys, as in that of 
the other mammals, positive evidence of the absence of any 
general function of reasoning. We find that at least many 
simple acts were not learned by the monkeys in spite of their 
having seen one perform them again and again; that the 
same holds true of many simple acts which they saw other 
monkeys do, or were put through by me. We find that 

^ ‘ The Mental Life of Monkeys,” Phyckological RtvUw^ May 1901. 

+ l’aj;e 56. Z Pp. 10 ef seq. 
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after having abun^liant opportunity to realize that one signal 
meant food at the bottom of the cage and another none, 
a monkey would not act from the obvious inference and 
consistently stay up or go down, as the case might be, 
blit would make errors such as would be natural if he acted 
under the growing influence of an association between 
sense-impression and impulse or sense-impression and idea, 
but quite incomprehensible if he had compared the two 
signals and made a definite inference. \Ve find that, after 
experience with several pairs of signals, the monkeys yet 
failed when a new pair was used to do the obvious thing to a 
rational mind — viz., to compare the two, think which meant 
food, and act on the knowledge directly. . . . The monkeys 
learn quickly, it is true, but not quickly enough for us to 
suppose the presence of [free, or analytic] ideas, or the 
formation of associations among them. For if there were 
such ideas they should in .the complex acts do even better 
than they did. The explanation then is a high degree of 
facility in the formation of associations of just the same 
kind as we found in the chicks, dogs, and cats.” 

Mr A. J, Kinnaman has made valuable and interesting 
observations on the “ Mental Life of two Macacus rhesus 
Monkeys in Captivity,”* Some of these had for their 
object to test how far the monkeys could discriminate 
between the forms of vessels and establish associations 
between form and food contained or not contained therein. 
In his summary of the results of these observations he saysf 
ihat “the monkeys are able to discriminate these forms and 
to associate food with them consecutively. The associations 
are not formed by a single ^lial, but come about more or 
less gradually through much repetition. It is easier to form 
an association de novo than to break an established one and 

* Amepican Journal of Psychology^ \ '\. xiii. pp. 98-148, 173-218 
(1902) 

t Page 37 of keprlnt. 
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form a new one. The necessity of forming a new associa- 
tion induces a revival of former associations of the same 
general kind. The learning process^ upon the whole, is 
still that of trial, happy accident, recollection of the fortu- 
nate movements, and an elimination of the useless ones.** 
Experimenting with his monkeys in a maze, similar to that 
used by Dr Willard ^mall in his observations on rats,* Mr 
Kinnaman says f that the results offer no^iew problem above 
that of working a combination lock or associating food with 
one of a series of glasses by number, form, or colour. . . . 
In the learning process we have here again a more or less 
definitely directed effort spurred by the food stimulus, 
fortunate accidents, memory of them, and the elimination 
of useless efforts.** 

Mr Kinnaman saysj that his monkeys did not reason in 
the higher sense of the term. But he thinks that they may 
proceed on a method of reasoning by analogy. “'J'he 
ruling out of reasoning by analogy with all lower animals,** 
he remarks, § “is often due to a failure to differentiate 
sufficiently the psychological process of analogical reason- 
ing, resulting in practical activity, from a subsequent logical 
analysis, accounting for the intelligent act. Of course the 
animals cannot do the latter. In part their reasoning is 
like that of the human being. Yesterday a man saw a 
vine and handled it without evil results. 'To-day he sees 
another quite like it, handles it, and is poisoned. He does 
not say, ^ Lo, now, here is this and this likeness, therefore it 
is safe to handle this vine.’ He was just dimly conscious of 
a resemblance. He may not possibly be abb' to name a 
single likeness "if put to the test. So far in his process he 
and the monkey have gone along together.** And he pre- 
faces these remaiks by saying that however true it may Ik* 
of chicks, cats, and dogs that they cannot reason by analogy, 

A/ne>ii a 7 i Joitrttal of rsyclioloi'y, vol. xii., [an. H)Oi, p. 207, 

t 69 of Rcprinl. ^ Tage 27. ^ Page 89. 
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‘‘I very much doubt whether it is true of rhesus monkeys.” 
But when a chick, having had experience of bees, avoids 
the mimicking Eristalis or drone Hy, might we not on 
similar grounds say that it too reasoned by analogy 
That animals are able to senise resemblance as a matt(*r 
of practical ex])cricnce is unquestionable. 'Theii ixdiavioui 
is largely based on tlieir doing so. Ibil tlu^re is miK'h 
difference betwee* sensed resomljlance and t)erceived 
similarity of relations. And it is to procedure based on 
this higher process to which I should restrict the phrase 
reasoning by analogy. Of this Mr Kinnaman does not 
furnish conclusive evidence. But his treatment of the 
subject is eminently fair and careful. And he says;* 
“Whether these animals have ‘fre(‘ ideas ^ and general 
notions beyond the mere ‘recept' [or generic image], and 
are capable of real analogical reasoning, cannot be positively 
determined. If they do, the processes certainly do not lise 
Lo the level of full reflective consciousness.” 

Mr L. T. Hobhouse, in his able work on Mind in 
E'-^oluiion^ has recorded well-devised experiments on 
several of the higher mammals, including a rhesus monk(‘y 
ana a chimpan/ce. In the animals below the Primates 
he finds evidence of what he Itains pratiical ideas “of 
a very crude and unanalyzed character.” “Evidence,” he 
saysjt “of more articulate ideas is much more restricted, 
and so far as decisive experimental tests are concerned, 
eonfmed, I believe, to apes. By a more articulate idea 
is meant one in which comparatively distinct elements 
are held in a comparatively distinct relation.” But the 
data on which behaviour 1., founded are essentially con- 
crete. “That is to .say we deal in this stage not with 
the relation as such, but with ♦wo or more relatt‘d objects 
of exj)erienc(?. ... In a given ('asc a ct>nscquencc is antici 
pated on the basis of a paralh-1 expeiiem e, but tluae is no 

* Tage 92. I' (\\ cif . p. 2J4. 
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consciousness of the implied generalisation, nor even an 
analysis revealing the point of identity as against the in- 
dividual differences between the two cases.’’* As before 
stated, he concludes that '‘the higher animals have as much 
capacity for dealing with the practical exigencies of their 
surroundings as can be attained by an intelligence limited 
in its scope to the concrete and the practical.” t “ Caution, 
cunning, and sagacity of the kind of wjjiich animal stories 
are so full do not as a rule imply anything more or less 
than the concrete experience that we have described.” I 
find some difficulty in following his treatment of relations. 
He says that the particular relations are explicit, the unh 
versal that connects them operates unconsciously, and, 
again, that the related term which in the previous stage 
merely influences action, is now, in the higher phases of 
animal behaviour, brought ex[)licitly into consciousness. J 
But he also says that “if we attribute ideas to an animal, 
it niust be understood that they are not ideas arrived at by 
any process of analysis.” In my own treatment of the 
perception of relations the beginnings of analysis are in- 
volved. The relation, implicit in the body of concrete 
experience, is through comparison rendered explicit as a 
focal object in consciousness. I do not think, therefore, 
that Mr lloVfliouse’s inter{)retation differs in essentials from 
that w-hich I suggested. Th^ distinction between concrete 
experience and conceptual thought holds good for him as it 
does for rue. But he has brought out the nature of the 
advance in intelligent behaviour and the distinction between 
its lower and its higher phases in a way which I did not 
attempt. I am not wholly satisfied with his treatment ; but 
I cannot deal with it more fully here. 

The characteristic feature of the conclusions above quoted 
is that they are based on the results won by careful experi- 
ments and on observations directed ad hoc. The body of 

* l*age 363. t I'o^e 281. X I’p- 3^3 362. 
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experimental evideJice is much larger and more leliahle 
than it was when this work first appeared nine years ago. 
And yet further work is urgently needed. 1 may illustrate 
the kind of observation which is open to those who have 
intelligent animals by the following account which Dr. 
Alexander Hill, F.R.S., contributed to Nature : — ^ 

‘‘That an animal,” he says in his prefatory remarks, “can form 
a perceptual judgment, which leads to action suitably adapted to its 
circumstances, no one Oloubts ; hut this is hardly reasoning in the 
usually accepted meaning of the term. We may, for the sake of sim- 
plicity, term the forming of a perceptual judgment putting one and 



one together. But can an animal compare an inference with an infer- 
ence? Can it ‘put two and iwn tegether * within the cuiumon mcMii- 
ing of this j)hrase? My meaning will, I think, make if.-^clf sufliciently 
clear in the description of the following cxneiiment : — 

“An exceptionally intelligent fox-terrier was taught to open a h.ox 
by lifting a wiioden latch v,ith its nose. Some care was spent upon 
the design of this box (Fig. 20). The latch was in tlie hist instance 
long, and therefore easily liilerk Ilelihul llic door was jdaced a spiral 
spring, which could be twisted until it exerted any degree of pressure 

Yol 67, p. 558, April l6th, 1903. 
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which sccniccl desirable. As the dog learnt tollift the latch, the length 
<»( the latch was curtailed. Al the same time the*'.spring was tightened 
until it pressed against the door with a degree of force which made 
the latch so stiff that the dog could not lift it without deliberate effort. 
There was no risk of its being opened by a chance movement. 
The dog was rew’arded with food for performing the trick, which 
soon became so famHiar as to be a game. As often as the door was 
closed the dog opened it. If he found the box on the floor he invari- 
ably opened it without wailing for .any sign. Frequently he examined 
the interior of the box when he had opened it, but food was never 
placed inside it. One evening, after the ftlck had been shown to a 
numher of friends in order that the dog’s almost ridiculous familiarity 
with it might he noted, Peter was sent to bed without his supper, 
lie is fed but once a day. Next morning a hot grilled bone was placed 
in the l)Ox. The box was place<l in a small yard surrounded by the 
house. The ‘ boot-r(jom * opens into the yaid on one side, and into a 
pa.s.s.ige on the other. After the dog had had a run in the garden 
the passage door into the boot-room was opened. We were watching 
the yard from an upper window. Two minutes after entering the 
booi-room Peter smelled the bone, ran through into the yard, and 
apj)roached the box. When he .saw’ the latch he ducked his head as if 
intending to lift it, but desisted. He then sniffed excitedly at the box 
and pushed it with his nose. He returned to tlic boot-ioom. After a 
few minutes he came out again into the yard and sniffed in the same 
way at the box. Twice he pushed the latch from behind, but did not 
put his head beneath it. After a while he returned to the boot-room 
and sliowed no signs of revisiting the box. He was then taken for 
a iwelvc-inile mn in the country. As he seemed to be tired when 
he reached home, he was left for half an hour in the boot-room to r(‘sL 
After a run in the garden he was re-admitted to the IjooI room, wiili 
the yaid door open. Unluckily the wind blew’ the door to before iVfci 
had gone into the yard. After wc had watched for some time my sro 
went down to sec what had happened, opened the door, and pushed 
the dog through it, backwards. He went straight to the box, lifted 
the latch in the most businesslike way, and took out the l)one. 

“The cx[-criment W'ars rci)eate<l a forhiiglil laler with identical re- 
sults. The dog ran into the yard, sniffed at the box, pushed it with 
his nose, was very eager to get the meat, but, tliis time, he showed no 
sign (^f remembering the way to open the box. He returned a second 
time, and then desisted altogether. During the morning the dog 
remained about the house. He c^>nslantly asked to be admitted into 
the boot-room, and .showed in the clearest manner that he remembered 



DO ANIMALS REASON ? 307 

that the grilled bone \v<% t(» be found that way. At twelve o’clock llu; 
door was opened fof him. He went straight through into the yard, 
opened the bo.x, and took out the bone, which he attacked without any 
sign of doubting his legal right to its possession. It may be noticc<l 
that he is frequently fed in this yard. 

“ In this experiment the dog knew two things. He knew how to 
open the box. Indeed, the sight of thd latch was so strongly associated 
in the dog’s mind with the action of lifting it that it is surprising that 
the usual, almost mechanical, response to sensation did not occur. Had 
he lifted llie latch it wjiild not necessarily have implied that he did 
it with the object of securing the food. He knew that the box con- 
tained meat. Eager as he was to secure the meat, he did not reason, 
‘The way to .secure the meat is to lift the latch.’ I have described 
the experiment in detail, because all details are, as it appears to me, of 
great importance. It is to be noted that the opening of the box was 
associated in the <log’s mind with the approbation of a human being. 
Great care was taken that no person should be present when the dog 
found the box. The sight of the box was strongly suggestive to the 
dog’s mind of the action of opening it. With a view to diminishing the 
urgency of this sensori motor association a piece of hot meat with a 
strong ‘brown smell’ was placed in the box. Its rich scent dis- 
tracted his attention from the latch. When the dog was readmitted ti) 
the yard later in the morning he was aware that the box was in tlic 
yard, and he went straight from a person tf) the box. By this time the 
bon“ was -cold, and its .scent less striking. It is impossible to repeat the 
experiment upon Peter, because now, when he opens the box, he in- 
varia!)ly searches for food inside it. ” 

As originally published in 1894, the concluding parn- 
gia[)h of tliis chapter stood as follows: — 

On the whol<', 1 am inclined to conclude that when we 
.separate observed facts from observers’ inlerence there is a 
lemarkably small percentag('. of cases in which the inter* 
pretation, on the assumption of sense-experience only, will 
not hold good. Such are the cases whiclt should, wherever 
possible, be made the basis of an experimental investigation. 
As matters stand at present, I think it far more probable 
that the small percentage of outstanding cases would, on 
complete investigation, be shown to be the result of the 
exercise of intelligence, than that they involve reason in the 
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sense in which I have used this word. *,I am very far from 
wishing to occupy the false position of dogmatic denial of 
rational powers to animals. I think it is a subject for 
further and fuller investigation. Ihit I do express the 
opinion that the fuller and more careful the investigation, 
the less is the satisfactory evidence of processes of 
reasoning ; and that, though the question is still an open 
one, the probabilities are that animals do not reason. 

I regard the results of the further aftd fuller investigation 
briefly summarised above as confirmatory of my main 
thesis, though they have unquestionably led to a more com- 
plete and adequate interpretation of many of the details of the 
working of animal intelligence. I'here are other investiga- 
tions to which I have not had space to allude. Dr Thorn- 
dike has shown that the associative processes leading to 
intelligent adaptation through sense*expcricnce arc present 
in [the fish; Mr Yerkes has observed them in the turtle 
and the green frog; and Dr Willard Small has fully and 
ably discussed the role they play in the behaviour of rats. 
We have definitely entered on a new phase of Comparative 
Psychology, that in which careful and conscientious observa- 
tion is made the basis of a discussion founded on an 
adequate knowledge of psychology. 



SUBJECT AND OBJECT. 


309 


CHAPTER XVII. 

SUBJECT AND OBJECT, 

I T is not my intention to attempt in this work any detailed 
account of the steps by which the faculty of conception, 
applying its nascent power of analysis and synthesis to the 
data of sense-experience, impressional and transitional, may 
have gradually built up a scientific and philosophical inter- 
pretation of the world in which we. live. The process has 
been a gradual one, involving several factors. How language 
would aid in this process I have already briefly indicated. 
If once, for example, the word “shining” or its equivalent 
IS made symbolic of the conception of a particular quality 
exhibited by some individual visible object, it forthwith 
becomes also an instrument both of analysis and of synthesis. 
Of analysis, because it serves to detach the special quality 
from other qualities invariably associated with it in experi- 
ence ; of synthesis, because it serves as a centre of aggrega- 
tion for similar qualities of other objects. 

Such a grouping of objects in reference to particular 
qualities uiid#r the influence of the symbolic name, would 
form an initial stage in the reflective creation of an orderly 
universe out of the inchoate sequences of sense-experience. 
A further stage would be reached when the perception of 
these qualities became an end of conscious endeavour, 
and man looked out on the world, not merely as a witness, 
but as an observer. We are ail, for example, witnesses of 
atmospheric changes from year’s end to year’s end ; and 
perhaps some rough and-ready generalizations are forced 
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Upon US, or are the direct outcome of our native wit. But 
we are content, for the most part, to remain mere witnesses. 
A few of us are, on the other hand, observers. These watch 
the changes of the weather, with the special object of per- 
ceiving the relations involved, and of rising to the concep- 
tions of meteorology. When man thus becomes an observer, 
he takes an important stride towards the attainment of wider 
conceptions of the world. And when to observation he adds 
experiment, which may be described as observation under 
accurately controlled conditions, he renders his analysis more 
searching and Extends the range of the synthesis dependent 
thereon. Most important, too, as an aid to the grasping of 
relations exceeding the reach of immediate perception, is the 
method of diagrammatic representation. The essence of 
this process is the translation of all relations, whatever their 
scope and nature, into visible space relations within the range 
of immediate perception. A map of a district or country 
thus condenses to within the reach of immediate perception 
space-relations of wide extent. An astronomical diagram 
enables us to grasp the relative sizes and distances of bodies* 
the actual sizes and distances of which lax the imagination 
to the utmost. The physicist can in this way represent the 
relative amplitudes of ether-vibrations of surpassing minute- 
ness. Anything which can be e.xpressed in numerical rela- 
tions can thus be translated into perceivable space-relations, 
and thereby, through diagrammatic representation, brought 
home to the mind through the eye. It is wall known that 
in this way we can reprc.scnt the fluctuation of prices, death- 
rate, commercial prosperity and depression, statistics of 
crime, and numberless other widely different changes. I 
have used this method in all that I have said concerning the 
wave or curve of consciousness. Such a curve represents 
diagraminati('ally to the eye the relative intensities of nume- 
rous factors in consciousness. It, in common with other 
figures introduced into this book, is a mere diagram, and in 
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no sense a picture. And it is essential, in the employment 
of this method of diagrammatic representation, diat we 
should steadily bear in mind the hict that it is merely dia- 
grammatic and symbolic or representative. More especially 
is this necessary in psychology, where we endeavour to make 
clear by physical or spatial analogies, changes in conscious- 
ness the nature and character of which are neither spatial 
nor ijhysical. ^ 

Thus the progress of scientific interpretation involves 
as co-ordinate and concurrent processes, — first, inductive 
generalization through the continued application of analysis 
and synthesis; and, secondly, the testing of the generalization 
by further experiment and observation. The knowledge so 
gained is condensed in propositions, and brought within the 
range of perception through diagrammatic representation. 
Schematic logic does not afford much assistance in tlie 
process ; it is an afterthought. The man of science, lil^c the 
artist, is largely dependent on flashes of insight in moments 
when the wave of consciousness is peculiarly full, rich, and 
intense. How they come he may not be able to say, but 
he cannot often conscientiously attribute them to schematic 
logic. It is idle, therefore, to expect through the applica- 
tion of rules of scientific procedure to attain scientific in- 
sight ; for the man of science in so far .as he is creative is 
an artist. One can only say to him, as one would say to 
other artists : — Saturate yourself through and through with 
your subject, and with all that bears, or may bear, upon it, 
and 7vaii, If the dash of insight comes, treasure it, and 
then patiently work it out in all its bearings, remembering 
that no art-product is in.'id*; convincing without labour. 
Then you may a[)[)ly your rules of scientilic method with 
profit and advantage. And if it docs not come, still wait^ 
and meanwhile be content to serve science as a useful if 
uninspired day-labourer. 

but I have .said that it is not here my purpose to endea- 
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vour to trace the steps by which a scientific interpretation 
of nature has been, or may have been, reached. Such an 
attempt would be out of place in an Introduction to Com- 
parative Psychology. There is, however, one aspect of such 
an interpretation, in its widest significance, to which we are 
bound to devote our careful attention. For the interpreta- 
tion of nature involves the interpretation of consciousness 
as manifested in nature — in, at any ijate, some animals, in 
other men, and in ourselves. We speak of mind and matter, 
of self and not-self, of subject and object. What are the 
relationships involved in these antithetical concepts? How 
have the concepts been reached ? Does the conception of 
Evolution apply to mind ? And if so, from what has mind 
been evolved ? The student of human psychology can 
perhaps afford to leave these questions, or some of them, on 
one side. In an Introduction to Comparative Psychology 
we must attempt to deal with them even if the attempt 
merely serves to show how ignorant we are. 

Taking first the relation of subject and object we shall 
find it most convenient to begin by considering the impres- 
sion as a product of sense -experience. Let us suppose that 
a puppy has an impression of a bone. For the puppy there 
is neither object nor subject, there is merely the impression 
as a bit of real vivid experience. But who wish to ex- 
j)lain the puppy’s impression, submit it to analysis. And in 
the conceptual field of our thought it becomes, so to sjieak, 
polarized. At one pole there is the objective bone, and al 
the other pole the subjective con.sciousness of the pup])y. 
We may then, in the light of this analysis, explain the iui- 
firession bone ” in two ways. We may say : — There is an 
object in consciousness; or we may say : — There is a con 
st.iousness of the object. 'Fhesc are merely different modes 
of expressing the same fact of experience. But the former 
gives emphasis to the objective side of the impression, the 
latter to its subjective or conscious side. 
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There lies before me a crystal of quartz. The very 
language in which I state the fact implies the differentiation 
of the impression into object (quartz) and subject (me). 
This impression, as I look at the crystal, is just as real as 
anything can be. It matters not that the impression is set 
in a background of relations, and is thus raised to the level 
of a percept or a concept. The basal impression suggestive 
of these relations js there in the focus of my consciousness. 
But, qud impression, it is neither subjective nor objective ; 
it is both and neither. Both, inasmuch as it is the raw 
material which on analysis may yield the subject and the 
object; neither, inasmuch as, quA impression, it is not 
analysed. And now suppose that we do submit it to analysis 
in our thought, and by abstraction reach the quartz as object 
in consciousness on the one hand, and the subjective con- 
sciousness thereof on the other hand. It is surely clear that 
on the score of such analysis we have no grounds for saying 
that either the quartz as object, or the subjective conscious- 
ness thereof, is capable of independent existence. The 
object and subject, involved in the sense-impression, are like 
the colour or the scent of a rose, distinguishable in thought 
but they are not separable in experience. AVe distinguish 
quite clearly the colour from the scent of the rose, but we 
know that they arc inseparable in sense-experience. So we 
distinguish the objective and subjective aspects of the 
impression, but in the impression they are inseparable. 

Let us now pass from the impression to the perception. 
Suppose that I perceive the similarity of the two inkstands 
on my writijig-table. Here, again, w^e have that which we 
may describe in one of 'wo ways. We may either say ; — 
'rhere is a relation in the focus of consciousness ; or, 'I'liere 
is a consciousness of the relation. We polarize the percep- 
» tion as we polarized the impression, and we distinguish the 
relation as an object of perception from the subjective per- 
ception of the object. So, too, with the conception. 1 
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have a conception of rotundity ; and this I may describe in 
two ways. I may say ; — There is an Idea in the focus of con- 
sciousness ; or, There is a consciousness of the Idea. We 
polarize the conception as we polarized the impression and 
the perception. But here again we are only distinguishing 
in analysis and through abstraction two aspects of the con- 
ception which are in the moment of experience inseparable 
and indivisble. We are thus driven to tlje conclusion that 
throughout the whole range of experience from the most 
primitive sensc-cxpericnce to the highest ranges of con- 
ceptual thought, subject and object are inseparable. There 
is no subject without an object. I’hcre is no object without 
a subject. We may distinguish the objective from the sub- 
jective aspects of our experience ; but we have no grounds 
for regarding them as divisible or separable. We must not 
therefore picture to ourselves, or^ conceive the subject as 
something that is self-subsisting; and independent ; or the 
object as part of an external independent world, into which 
the subject may, or may not, be introduced ; and the 
problem of psychology as the iiuestion how these two can be 
lirought into relation. We must rather regard subject and 
object as insei)arably united in experience ; and the problem 
of psychology as the {juestion how this two-faced unity has 
had its origin. 

Wc arc now in a position to complete the catalogue of 
the meanings of that most puzzling word “ object, which wc 
began in a previous chapter. We there distinguished, first, 
lire object of sense-experience — this is the objective aspect 
of the impression ; secondly, the object as pcrcei:)t, when 
tlie object of sense-experience is viewed in its perceived 
relations ; and, thirdly, the object as concept, when it is 
viewed in its generalized relations. A snake, for example, 
may be an object of sense-experience to a secretary bird ; it 
is an object as percept to the naturalist who is identifying 
it by comparison with other snakes ; and it. becomes an 
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object as concept to the biologist who regards it is an 
example of an extensive group of animals. In all these 
cases the object of sense- experience is presentatively or 
representatively present to consciousness as a nucleus. It 
is focal to the eye of sense-experience; the difference is 
entirely marginal. It is a difference of background. But 
we must now extend the word object, first to that which is 
focal to the eye of perception, for example a particular relation; 
and then to that which is focal to the eye of conception, for 
example, relationship in general. In this sense an abstract 
and general Idea, such as virtue, or redness, or matter, may 
be an object in consciousness ; not indeed an object of sense, 
but an object of thought. Thus there are five meanings to 
the word object — (i) the object of sense experience, (2) the 
object as percept, (3) the object as concept, (4) the object 
of perception, and (5) the object of conception. All of 
them have this in common, that they are antithetical and 
complementary to the subject. But the fifth class, the 

objects of conception, fall into two categories, according 
as they deal with the objective or subjective aspect of 

experience. For both subject and object can become 

objects of thought. We must be careful therefore to grasp 
in what sense a writer uses the word object or objective, 
for it is a fruitful source of fallacies. He may mean by 
objective, that which is antithetical and complementary to 
subjective, — this is the wider signification ; or he may mean 
by objective, all that pertains to the object of sense- 

experience, — and this is the narrower signification. 'J'hiis 
the explanation of the world in terms of matter and energy 
is an objective explanatio*. in the narrower sense; but the 
subject, and its states of consciousness, though it may be 
an object of thougb.t in the wider sense, can never be 
objective in the narrower sense. In further illustration of 
this point, let us take such an v)bject as a crystal of quartz. 
It may be the starting-point of wiJc reaching conceptions. 
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according as it is dealt with by the psychologist on the one 
hand or the physicist on the other. These we may 
represent in tabular form thus : — 

explained by psycho- explained by physical 

logy as the conscious- science as the object in 

ness of the object* in consciousness, in terms 

terms of those sub- ) Quartz of those objective phcno- 
jcctivc phenomena we mena ^we name matter 

name sensations, im- and energy, &c. 

pressions, &c. 

Now, the conceptions, not only of physics but of psychology, 
are objects in thought ; they are all objective in the wider 
sense ; but only those on the right hand, or physical side of 
the above table, are objective in the more restricted signi- 
fication of the word. 

In sense-experience as experienced^ there is neither sub- 
ject nor object. There is just the impression which as 
before explained is neither or both. But in sense-experience 
hs explained by reflective thought^ the impression is polarized 
into object in consciousness and consciousness of the 
object; and I have asserted that these two though dis- 
tinguishable are inseparable. It may be said, however, 
that nothing is easier than to separate the objective bone 
from the subjective puppy. Granted ; — but then there is 
no impression. I merely assert that in the impression, as 
explained by reflection, the subjective aspect - and the 
objective aspect are inseparable. If there be no impression 
I make no assertion about it. What I do assert is, that if 
the puppy either sees dr lemembers the bone, — if he has 
either an impression or an idea of it, then in that impression 
or idea there is the objective and the subjective aspect, dis 
tinguishable but inseparable. And if some one says, that 
surely the bone exists as such, whether the puppy or any 
other living being has an impression of it or not ; T reply 
tnat I never thought of denying this ; but that, as psycho- 
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legist, it is for rile to deal with impressions and ideas ; and 
that at such times as the bone is not forming the objective 
aspect of an impression or idea, it nowise concerns me. 
While I look at it, the bone as tlie objective aspect of my 
impression is real ; every bit as real as the subjective aspect 
of the impression; the reality of the objective and sub- 
jective aspects being strictly co-ordinate. And as psycho- 
logist I have nothing whatever to do with the bone, or the 
world of which fl is a sample, except in so far as it forms 
the objective aspect of impressions or ideas, or the nucleus 
of ideas of relation or conceptual Ideas. It thus forms for 
me as psychologist part of the visible tangible objective 
world, — a world, I repeat, every bit as real as the subjective 
world of which it is the complement. With the world 
except as it presents itself in conscious experience we have 
here no concern. 

All this may seem to some of my readers somewhat 
laboured and wearisome. And yet I think it is necessary, 
if we would attempt an answer to that most difficult question 
(so lightly answered by those who do not think deeply 
thereon) how far and in what .sense the organism in the 
stage of mere sense-experience is conscious of its own 
existence, of of the sentience of other animals. Let us work 
down to this problem from above, passing from what we 
know concerning our own consciousness, to what we may 
infer concerning the consciousness of mere sense-exj^erieiK c. 
Man is self-conscious. Tic has reached a definite Idea of 
himself as subject. ' lie conceives the Ego in marked 
antithesis to the non-ego. ^\'hat then is this self which he 
so conceives? What is the Not-self, which he places in 
antithesis to it? In the light of what has already been 
said, the answers to these questions are not kir to seek. 
The Not-self is the generalized concept of' all that reflection 
has taught us concerning the objective aspect of the data of 
sense -experience ; the Self is the generalized concept of 
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all that reflection has taught us concernirf^ the subjective 
aspect of our life experiences. Throughout the whole 
range of tliese experiences, the objective and subjective 
aspects, though distinguishable in reflection, are inseparable 
in actual exjicrience. Hence we may say, that the Self and 
the Not- self are the generalized concepts which arise out of 
the distinguishable, but inseparable, aspects of experience. 

But it is impossible to deal reflectively with the Not-self, 
and not to have forced upon our notice tHht there is therein 
something more than the objective aspect of impressions, 
and of the transitions between them. We seem forced to 
conclude that the transitions are due to an activity inherent 
in the not-self j and we seem forced to conclude that the 
activity is orderly attd determinate. If there were no 
inherent activity, there would be no transitions; if the 
activity were not orderly and determinate, there would be 
no science or knowledge. So too, it is impossible to deal 
reflectively with the self, and not to have forced upon our 
attention the fact that we have something more than a 
sequence of states of consciousness. There is an activity 
which is selective and synthetic, which is orderly and 
determinate. 

Now here we stand between two opposing schools of 
psychology. "Hie one school contends, or at any rate is 
said by its critics of the opposing school to contend, that 
consciousness is a mere spectator or onlooker, curiously 
watching the play of material physiological forces, which it is 
incapable of controlling or modifying in the least degree. 
This, in condensed expression, is the doctrine of con- 
scious automatism. On the other hand, an opposing 
school contends that the orderly selective and synthetic 
activity of consciousness is its es.sential feature, without 
which the subject tumbles to pieces as an incoherent scries 
of sensations with nothing to give them unity, and to inter- 
pjct them into a whole ; and this school further contends, 
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or at any rate i.snakl hy its critics of the opposing school to 
contend, that this orderly activity of the subject is some 
thing altogether apart from, and dissimilar to anything else 
in the whole realm of existence. J )iscussion and criticism 
of the views of opposing schools of thought forms no part of 
the scheme of this work, and I do but allude to the above- 
noticed divergence of opinion in order to mark more clearly 
my own position. Agreeing heartily with the view that there 
is an orderly and determinate activity in consciousness, in 
the absence of which the self would be inexplicable ; and 
agreeing further in the view that this activity, qua subjective, 
is distinguishable from any manifestation of activity, qua 
objective; T believe that, so far from being dissimilar to 
anything else in the whole realm of existence, this selective 
synthetic activity in consciousness is but the subjective 
aspect of the selective synthetic activity which is objective 
in the not-self. If, as I said above, the self and the not- 
self are the generalized concepts we have of the distinguish- 
able but inseparable aspects of experience, I do but add to 
this the conclusion, that an activity which is determinate, 
selective, and synthetic, is an inalienable part of this 
generalized conception. It is this inherent selective an.d 
synthetic activity, in its subjective aspect, to which the word 
JVi//* is prot^erly applicable. And it naturally follows that 
those who deny or neglect the synthetic activity in con- 
sciousness, deny or neglect also the Will, and seek to resolve 
the iihenomcna into a sequence of presentations or repre- 
sentations. There is no place for the Will in a scheme 
of conscious automatism. 'I'hat the Will may be omitted in 
psychology as descriptive, 1 admit ; that it can he omitted 
in psychology as explanatory, I am not prepared to admit. 

An illustration by analogy may here be helpful. If we 


* It is well Known that Scbopenhuiei applied it to the obicctive 
aspect also. 
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allow a concentrated solution of alum to evaporate, and hang 
therein a piece of thread, we shall see the formation of alum 
crystals of definite shape and orderly growth. Now suppose 
that such a crystal were endowed with reflective self- 
consciousness. It would perceive in the growth of its own 
or its neighbour’s material “body,” the movements of the 
molecules as they grouped themselves in crystalline form ; 
for purposes of description (empirical) it would be sufficient to 
tell the whole story in terms of antecedence and sequence ; — 
Such and such a disposition of the molecules in one moment 
is followed by such and sucH*^ disposition in the succeeding 
moment. So too in describing empirically the growth of its 
own “mind” (the subjective aspect of the molecular 
changes), it would be sufficient to tell the whole story in 
terms of antecedence and sequence : — Such and such a 
grouping of the elements of consciousness follows on sucli 
and such a preceding grouping. But if it were asked to 
explain how It was that these phenomena uniformly followed 
each other in this way, it might either say at once; — I do not 
know ; or it might take one step, and a quite legitimate 
step, before confessing ignorance. It might say that a 
survey of all the facts empirically described, justifies the 
inference that they are the outcome of an activity which is 
synthetic, selective, and determinate. If it applied the term 
7£77/ to this activity in its subjective aspect it would further 
maintain that the will was free, just in so far as it was 
unhampered by external constraint. 'Fhe building up'of the 
crystalline structure and character to its natural development 
would be iis typical example of freedom ; but if many 
crystals were forming in a crowded space so that none could 
assum|; the natural form, this would be an exam])le of 
external constraint. 

So too do I, to apply the analogy, reflectively surveying 
my own bodily and mental development, see in both a 
sequence of phenomena due to an intrinsic activity. Therf* 
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are bodily or physical manifestations, and there are mental 
or psychical manifestations; and underlying both there 
is the intrinsic selective and synthetic activity. It is 
in virtue of this, that, in the language of philosophy, the 
individual is of common essence with the universal. And 
this assumes a new aspect when philosophy, touched by 
emotion to its finer issues, rises into religion. In virtue of 
the intrinsic activitji I am I. And in virtue of the intrinsic 
activity the not-self, in so far as known to me, is what it is. 
The self and the not-self, I Repeat, are the generalized 
concepts we have framed of the distinguishable but in- 
separable aspects of experience. Beyond experience and 
inferences based thereon, we do not go. But if a synthetic 
activity is manifested alike as the very essence of the self 
and as the underlying principle of the evolving not-self ; 
and if the physical changes in that l.)it of the not-self we 
call the brain are the concomitants of psychical events, 
we may surmise that subject and object, no matter how 
completely we may distinguish them in analysis, are in essence 
one. And exptjrience, alike in its objective and subjective 
aspects, is the determinate result of an activity which is 
selective and tynthetic. 

Self consciousness would seem thus to involve — first, 
the conception of the subjective as distinguished from the 
objective ; secondly, the concentration of the net result of 
all subjective experience into one generalized concept ; and 
thirdly, the further conception of this net result as due to the 
determinate working of an activity which is synthetic and 
selective. This is self-consciousness in its most highly 
developed form. Not all of us, however, attain this degree 
of precision and clearness. For most of us the self is the 
imperfectly distinguished subject of our lifers experience. 
And many of us would be unable to say whether tlie body 
is part of the self or of the not-self. Very vague is the 
schoolboy^s or the peasant's conception of self, and for them 
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there can be no doubt that the body forms part of the “me.” 
Even for the most reflective among us there are periods — 
often periods of exceptionally healthy vigorous existence — 
when the concept of self never comes near the focus of 
consciousness. WJien I am playing a hard game of tennis, 
or when I am sailing a yacht close to the wind in a choppy 
sea, self docs not at all tend to become focal. At these 
times the idea of self is in abeyance. J^ence though I am 
a self-conscious being, I am not always self-conscious. And 
])icsumably at siicli times as I am least self-conscious, I am 
nearest the condition of the animal at the stage of mere 
sense-experience. What then does reflection tell me con- 
cerning my mental condition at such times ? Although I 
am not occupied with an Idea of self, I am fully and 
vigorously conscious, — nay, rather I am exhilarated with the 
sense of pleasurable existence, my whole being tingles with 
sentient life, my wave of consciousness is exceptionally 
deep and full. In a word, I sense, or am aware of, my own 
life *and consciousness, in an iisusually vivid manner. lUil 
such sensing is marginal, and not focal. And just as I have 
before said, that in the life of sense-experience there is a 
sensing or awareness of relations not yet perceived or ( on* 
ceived (the word relations being used with anticipatory force), 
so now I would say, that in the life of sense-experience there 
is a Sensing or awareness of the self that has not yet been 
distinguished in thought from the not-self. E.xperience is 
vivid and continuous. Sucli I take it to be the condition of 
the conscious but not yet self-conscious animal. And wlhit, 
it may be asked, gives body and continuity to this sensing 
of existence? 1 have no doubt about the answer to tliis 
question. It is the fulness and continuity of the margin of 
subconsciousness, wliich forms a relatively constant setting 
to a sequence of varying impressions. As I stand by the 
helm of the yacht, the keen wind with an occasional dash of 
spray in my face, the swish of water along the counter, the 
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pitching of the vessel ; set teeth, firm lips, knitted brow, 
and muscles of arms, trunk, and legs well braced ; — all this 
forms a relatively permanent background to the visual im- 
pressions, as I observe the advancing waves or watch the set 
of the mainsail to the wind. When we remember from how 
many thousands of nerves all over the body, not merely on 
the surface but also from internal parts, impulses are raining 
in upon the brain, r^umbers of which are no doubt infra- 
conscious, but many of 'which contribute to the subcon- 
scious margin of the field of consciousness ; when we 
remember too how continuous is this stream of impulses, wo 
shall not be at a loss to find the raw material of the sensed 
continuity of consciousness. Not that mere continuity, 
mere abundance of material, would serve to constitute even 
the consciousness of sense-experience. That consciousness, 
no less than the higher self-consciousness of man, is a pro- 
duct of selective synthesis ordering and grouping tlic 
material — as the molecules of a ('rystal arc ordered and 
grouped, only whh indefinitely greater subtlety and mobility. 

Such then, it appears, may be the nature of that glad 
awareness of existence which an animal at the stage of well- 
developed sense-experience may have. Self-conscious it is 
not, and cannot be. For such an animal has not reached 
the level where t^crception and conception take their part 
in the mental development. And where there is no Idea of 
self, there is no self-consciousness properly so-called. But 
rorii:,eious they are, and they feel their existence to the full. 
It is only through reflection that experience is polarized into 
objective and subjective ; and therefore, t)rior to reflection, 
the self as subject is not distinguished. 

Bui if the animal at this stage, though sensing its existence 
in every moment of consciousness, has no conception of the 
self as the subject of experience, how does it regard other 
animals? Let us suppose that a puppy is at this stage; liow 
does it regard its brother puppy? Wt-ie it capable of leasoin 
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ing (which ex hypoihesi it is not), it would be able to think 
thus : — When I am pleased I wag my tail ; Spot is wagging 
his tail ; therefore he is pleased. He would thus be able to 
regard Spot as conscious or sentient. But being incapable 
of such reasoning, is he able somehow to feel, if riot to 
know, that Spot is sentient ? I think we may fairly suppose 
that he is. T.et us suppose that he yelps in a particular way 
when he is in pain. He hears the yelp^hat he himself makes, 
and there is associated with it the pain that he suffers. Now 
when he hears a similar yelp from Spot, there is called up by 
association a memory of the pain. His own yelp was set in 
a background of presentative pain ; Spot’s yelp calls up a 
background of representative pain. A hundred expericnro? 
of daily life would enforce a similar association. And thus 
the impressions which Spot produces in his consciousness 
would come to be surrounded with a fringe of sentience, ll 
is possible that some one may be tempted to exclaim, “ Ah ! 
but this fringe of sentience is purely subjective ; it is a revival 
of the pain the puppy itself has experienced, and is not asso 
ciated with Spot as the object of sense-experience.” But he 
who would thus exclaim must have forgotten what I en- 
deavoured to establish with regard to the impression — tliat, 
as such, in naive experience, it is not yet polarized ifitn 
subjective and objectiv;e. It is simply a bit of direct un 
sophisticated experience. And in this simple direct experi 
ence, the impression “yelping puppy”' carries with it a 
fringe of sentience. 

It is no doubt difficult for man to divest himself of lh(“ 
relational halo which reflection adds to his simplest impres 
sions — perhaps impossible to do so entirely. But if we 
endeavour, so far as possible, to catch ourselves in moments 
when sense-experience is most direct, and least modified by 
reflection, we shall, I think, find that it is the unanalysed 
impression itself that carries with it the fringe of pleasurable 
or painful sentience. We are sitting in the theatre, and th(^ 
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curtain rises on a 4igroiip of merry village maidens. The 
impression is pleasurable. And the pleasure is not carefully 
assigned either to the objective young women or to the sub- 
jective ego. That is the business of reflection. It is simply 
that the living dancing-girls give rise to an impression of a 
particular order, and that this impression is suffused with 
pleasure. Turning the corner of a street, I once came upon 
two men supporting the senseless form of a poor fellow who 
had been knocked dcAvn by a cab, and was badly cut about 
the face. I well remember the faint thrill that ran through 
me as I shrank back. This, I feel sure, was the direct effect 
of the impression as such, and that it was, at the moment of 
experience, unanalysed into subject and object. Such, I 
take it, is the normal experience of the unrcflective animal. 
And such, I may remark in passing, is the psychological 
basts and origin of sympathy. 

We must remember how important a facloi in animal liPj 
IS imitation ; how puppies, or kittens, or piglings of the same 
litter, act in concert. Not far from my school was a faim- 
yard, in which I watched many a litter of little pigs. Shall 
1 confess that 1 sometimes visited the yard catapult in luiiid, 
and with this singled out a particular pigling? 'J'he shot 
was followed by a squeak and a rush, in which not only my 
jjarticular quarry but the wdiole litter participated. Kach 
pigling in the rush experienced certain feelings of alarm or 
fright, and at th.c same time saw his brothcis running. 
These two, (i) the sight of another pigling scuttling off, and 
( 2 ) a feeling of fright, would thus become associated. And 
in this way participation in common actions would beget a 
feeling of community in senth -ice. Where animalr. hunt in 
packs, as with wolves, thi.s community of sentience would be 
proportionately strong. \ud then W'c must lemeiuher how 
wonderfully keen and acute are the senses of aiiiinals. d'he 
dog watches every change of his master’s face, voice, and 
demeanour. Each has its associations as an impression. 
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Hence the extraordinary and beautiful sympathy of the dog. 
How largely sympathy depends on the appreciation of objee 
live signs, we know among ourselves. The sympathetic man 
notices every varying expression and shadow of a shadf\ 
The unsympathetic person needs to have the fact that one 
is suffering or depressed shouted in his ear. The sympathy 
of the dog, so different from the behaviour of all but excci)- 
lional cats, is due to his keen receptivity and his social 
antec edents. The impression producetl by every movement 
of his master is fringed with sentience. J>ut there need be 
no reflective distribution of this sentience between subject 
and object. I am not denying that in the dog this reflective 
distribution may perhaps be superadded. But I submit that 
the evidence we have of sympathy in animals does not carry 
with it, as a necessary inference, that they have such powers 
of reflection and conceptual thought. 
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CHAPTER XVIII. 

THE EVOLUTION OF CONSCIOUSNESS. 

W E have, so «far, taken for granted the existence of 
consciousness, and the fact that there are subjective 
phenomena which we, as comparative psychologists, may 
study. We have also proceeded throughout on the assump- 
tion that subjective phenomena admit of a natural interpreta- 
tion, as the result of a process or processes of development 
or evolution, in just the same sense as objective phenomena 
a^mit of such interpretation. The question now arises : If 
consciousness exists, and if consciousness, as we know it, has 
been evolved, from what has it been evolved ? It must be 
freely and frankly admitted that any suggestion which the 
comparative^ psychologist has to make, in attempting to 
answer such a question, must be speculative. But we must 
not be afiiud of speculation so long as it is on scientific 
lines, and so long as the basis of speculation is honestly and 
fearlessly laid bare, and not slurred over and beclouded by 
ambiguous phraseology. Speculation is but the play of the 
imagination al mg the fringe which borders our knowledge ; 
and imagination is the mother of insight. 

It has before been pointed out that one of the cardinal 
steps in making our j)sychology comparative, and in linkitig 
this branch of science with those brandies which deal with 
the objective aspects of our knowledge, is tlie correlation of 
psychical phenomena with physiological phenomena. It 
would be as idle as it would be dising(‘iuioiis to pretend 
that this correlation had as yet b(en cariied far. From the 
nature of the case, the difficulties of investigation are enor* 
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mous. And much of the experimentati^ in physiological 
psychology — valuable as it undoubtedly is — deals with 
questions which are mainly physiological, and hardly touch 
psychology at all. But such work as has been done tends 
to strengthen and not to weaken the validity of the assump- 
tion ; and, further, suggests that in and through this corre- 
lation we may seek a yet wider correlation of that which 
objectively we know as energy, and that which subjectively 
we know as consciousness. • 

Let us, however, put the matter in more concrete^ form. 
The dog that, as I write, looks up in my face with eyes so 
full of affection and of intelligence, suggests a double 
problem. How has that organic frame, with the bright 
brown eye and the warm active brain, been evolved, and 
from what ? I Tow has that keen intelligence and the con- 
sciousness it implies been evolved, and from what? \Ye 
may look at the matter first and chiefly from the point of 
view of the development of the individual (ontogenesis). 

In the common course of generation the dog is developed 
from a minute egg-cell, one hundredth of an inch or less in 
diameter, with which a yet more minute sperm has entered 
into fertile union. Supplied with shelter, warmth, and nutri- 
ment, by that maternal self-sacrifice which is a deeply signiii- 
cant fact of organic nature, this little speck of living stuff 
passes, by a process strictly ontinuous, though profoundly 
modified by the catastrophe of birth, into the dog, with its 
wealth of intelligence and affection. It is surely impossible, 
without extravagance, to speak of the fertilized ovum as 
cunscioiis. Where, then, in the continuous process of 
development does consciousness come in ? How, and 
wlience ? We are not now a days to be put off with the 
ambiguous asseition that consciousness and intelligence arc 
“potentially’’ present in the germ. We ask : What is 
piesont therein as the basis of this potentiality? And if we 
arti told that consciousness dawns at, or shortly after, the 
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catastrophe of Ijirth, then again we ask: Whence comes 
this dawning consciousness, and by what means does it 
become associated with the puppy's brain ? 

Having thus opened up these several questions, all of like 
implication, let us now endeavour to set forth the answer 
which seems most closely in accordance with scientific 
analogies. And to this end let us consider the living dog. 
His frame is pulsating with life and restless activity, and 
solFhehow associated with the transformations of energy in 
that brain of his there are states of consciousness. Were 
his skin, and the walls of his skull, as transparent as glass ; 
did the molecular vibrations of his brain lie open to our 
curious scrutiny ; could we trace in detail all the varied and 
orderly transformations of energy of which that brain is the 
theatre, — the accompanying consciousness would still be 
t)eyond our reach. We might follow the changes of energy ; 
he alone would feel the states of consciousness. Now sup- 
pose that the dog dies. His body lies before us stiff with 
the rigor mortis. If we had weighed it previous to death, 
and if we Were to weigh it again after death, the scales would 
give us no information of the departure of anything material. 
All signs of consciousness, however, are gone. And could 
we sec through skin and skull into the brain, which during 
life Was the theatre of so complex and orderly a sequence ot 
trahsformai ions of energy, we should find that it was still 
and iJiotionless. We are therefore justified in saying that, 
omitting minor qualifications, the orderly transformations 
of energy in the brain and the concomitant consciousness 
cease together at death. Closely associated during lile^ 
varying together in health and sickness, ceasing together at 
death, what is the nature of their connection ? 

Let us regard the matter from the objective aspect first, 
from the side to which the occurrences present themselves 
as transformations of energy. The state of consciousness 
being ex hypothesi accompanied by certain molecular vibra- 
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tioiis in the brain or some part thereof, wejiave to note that 
from the physical point of view these molecular vibrations 
( onstitute an exceedingly complex «and orderly mode of 
energy. It is upon this energy that we must 6x our atten- 
tion, the material structure of the brain being what we may 
call the vehicle of its manifestation. We are too apt to 
regard the structure as the essential thing on which to con- 
centrate our mental gaze, partly, no doubt, because, through 
the invaluable labour of microscopists, we know so much 
that is definite about this structure. But a more penetrating 
insight enables us to see that the structure is merely the 
necessary basis of what is the really important thing — the 
manifestation of energy. I’hc material structure of a steam- 
engine^ is of importance. But why ? Because it is the 
vehicle for the performance of work. That is the really 
essential part of the business. In like manner nerve-struc- 
ture is of importance. But why ? Because it is the vehichi 
for the complex and orderly manifestation of energy. The 
essential importance of looking at the going machine, at 
the performance of work, at the energy of the matter in 
motion, not merely the material structuie that is moved,- - 
the essential importance, I say, of fixing our attention on 
this, being fairly grasped, we may now procead to in(}uiie 
from what the complex and orderly vibrations of the dog’s 
brain have been evolved. In ihe fertilized ovum from wliich 
the dog was developed (and the same is true of the amoeboid 
ancestor from whic h, hypothetically, the race of dogs has 
been evolved), thtic is certainly nothing approaching the 
orderly coni[»lexily of these molecular vihrationvS. But there 
are simpler organic inodes of motion from which these com- 
plex molecular vibrations have arisen by a continuous jao- 
cess of deve]o[)inenl. It is from thijse simpler modes ol 
energy in the simpler organic substance of tlie ovum that 
the more complex modes of energy which characterize tiie 
workings of the dog’s brain have been evolved. In the 
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development o^^ the ovum into the embryo, and tlicnce into 
the puppy and the dog, we may trace step by step all the 
stages of the evolution of those material structures which are 
the vehicles of these special manifestations of organic energy. 
Wc may watch the further and further differentiations of the 
nervous tissue, and the fashioning of the brain and its parts. 
It is true that we cannot indicate the exact moment when, 
in the increasing complexity of the tissues, the simpler forms 
of organic energy pass into the higher form of l)rain energy 
accompanied by consciousness. But that is just because 
it is a continuous development, an evolution. That the 
passage from the one into the oilier does actually lake place 
we are bound, by all tlie canons of logical reasoning, to 
admit. It is only during life, however, that brain activity 
occurs, or is possible. A great number of modes of organic 
energy proceed side by side in the pulsating tissues of the 
living dog, their orderly continuance being what wc term 
life. And only in and through their orderly continuance is 
the maintenance of the structure of the tissues rendered 
possible. The oiganic structure is like a spinning-top. 
Only so long as it spins and manifests its proper energy is 
it.s stability maintained. All around it are forces which tend 
to make it totter to its fi\ll. But so long as it spins freely 
it can resist all minur attcuqits to upset its stability. And 
when the dog dies, what happens then? 'Fhe sjiecialized 
molecular > ibrations of the brain, in common with other 
forms of organic energy, cease. The to]) no longer spins, 
and the slri'cturc totters to its fall. Decomposition sets in. 
Tlie orderly organic changes which cliaracterize life, give 
])lacc to the destructive changes which characterize decay 
But according to the law of the conservation of energy, 
although there is decoTnf)osition of the tissues of which the 
body was composed thcic is no destruction or annihilation 
of energy. The particular modes of energy through which 
the body was instinct with bfe pass away.; but only to give 
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rise to their equivalents in other modes of e$ergy. Just as 
the puddle in the road disap])cars, but only to give origin 
to an equivalent mass of invisible water vapour; just as the 
candle disappears, but only to give rise to its equivalent 
mass in the products of combustion, — so throughout life and 
death the energy which throbs in the tissues neither appears 
nor disappears except at the expense of, or to the gain of, 
other modes of energy. Life is like a vortex in a rapid 
stream ; — on surrounding energy it is dependent for its con- 
tinued existence; into surrounding energy it melts away. 
And this is true not only of individual life, but of life in its 
entirety. 

Turning now from the objective aspect to the subjective 
aspect, wc pass from neural processes to states of conscious- 
ness. The states of consciousness in the dog^s mind arc the 
subjective aspect of what, from the objective aspect, are the 
molecular vibrations of his brain tissues. And as in con- 
sidering the matter objectively, so now, in regarding the 
mental aspect, we must ask from what the complex and 
orderly states of consciousness qf the dog^s mind have been 
evolved. In the fertilized ovum from which the dog is 
dcvcloi>cd (and the same is true of the amceboid ancestor from 
which, hypothetically, the race of dogs has beeif evolved), 
othing so com[)lex as a state of consciousness is to be 
found, h'rom what then have the states of consciousness 
been evolved ? Do we not seem forced by parity of reason- 
ing to answei : — From something more simple tlian ct^n- 
sciousness, but of the same order of existence, which answers 
subjectively to tire simpler organic energy of the fertilized 
ovum? Such, at any rate, is the hypothesis which appears 
to me the most logically consisienl. It reipiiies, howevej, 
no little effort of tb.ought to conceive the existence of those 
elementary states from which consciousness may have had 
its origin. We may be aided in doing so, perhaps, if wu lix 
our attention on the close association of brain-energy and 
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States of consciousness, regarding them as distinguishable^ 
but not separable. Now, the nervous energy of the brain is 
extraordinarily complex ; and yet we believe that it arises 
by a process of continuous development from the much less 
complex energy of the fertilized ovum. In the ovum there 
is no brain-energy; there is only the far simpler germinal 
energy from which it is evolved. So, too, the consciousness 
in the dog^s mind is wonderfully complex ; but if it has 
arisen by a process of development, it must have been 
evolved from something of like nature, only indefinitely 
simpler. May we not fairly suppose, therefore, that in the 
fertilized ovum, though there is no consciousness, there are 
the germinal states from which consciousness may be 
evolved? Or, to put the matter tersely, may we not say ; — 
As the complex molecular vibrations of the brain are to the 
simpler molecular vibrations of the ovum, so are the ('om- 
plex stales of consciousness associated with the former to the 
simpler states of infra-consciousness, if we may so call 
them, associated with the latter. It is the association of 
consciousness and infra -consciousness with energy — its 
objective manifestation — that is the distinguishing feature of 
the view which I am endeavouring to set forth. Con- 
r^nnitant with the evolution of higher modes of organic 
vMicigy from those lowly modes which alone obtain in the 
ovum or the amceba, is the evolution of consciousness from 
lowly modes of in fra -consciousness. 

We must now take a further step, — one, however, in 
w^hich all evolutionists will not be prepared to follow us. 
For those, however, who believe that the organic has risen 
on this earth by [)rocess of natural devclo[)ment from the 
inorganic, the hypothesis must be more sweeping in its 
range. We must say the' all modes of energy of whatever 
kind, whether organic or inorganic, have tlieir conscious or 
infra-conscious aspect Startling as this may sound, there 
is, 1 believe, no other logical conclusii>h possible for the 
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evolutionist pur sang. For where are we t5 draw the line ? 
The states of consciousness of the higher animals have 
been cvplved from lower forms of infra-consciousness in the 
amoeba-like or yet more simple protoplasmic germs in the 
dawn of life. But if those low forms of organic infra-con- 
sciousness were themselves evolved, from what could they 
arise, if they were not developed from yet more lowly forms 
of infra-consciousness, similar in kind, but jnferior in degree, 
associated with inorganic modes of energy ? In any case it 
is here submitted that this doctrine, that infra-consciousness 
is associated with all forms of energy, is necessarily implied 
in the phrase mental evolution for all thorough-going evolu- 
tionists who have grasped the distinction between con- 
sciousness and energy. And if this be admitted there is 
disclosed, by implication, an answer behind and beyoncU 
that ordinarily given to a question which has again and 
again been asked — the question ; Is there a conservation of 
consciousness analogous to the conservation of energy? 
The negative answer generally given to this question results 
from the fact that the question itself has always been put in 
a form which does not admit of a satisfactory solution. There 
is not a conservation of consciousness any more than theie 
is a conservation of nerve-energy or a conservation of elec- 
trical energy. 7'here is no conservation of nerve-energy, 
because this is only one mode of energy which may l)e 
transformed into other modes. Not until we have gene- 
ralized energy so as to include all its modes can w^e S])eak 
of conservation in reference to it. So, too, not until we 
Ijavc generalized that universal form of existence, of which 
consciousness is only the highest and most developed mode, 
so as to include all modes, can we speak of conservation in 
reference to it. ]3ut so generalized, I submit that there 
is a conservation of that form of existence which includes 
both consciousness and infra-consciousness, co ordinate and 
CO extensive with the conservation of energy. Just as the 
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dominant nerve-Aianges in the dog^s brain are like a special 
vortex in the onward-flowing stream of the world^s energy, 
so are the states of consciousness in his mind like a special 
vortex in the onward -flowing stream of that mode of exist- 
lence which, whether it have risen to the level of conscious- 
ness or not, is still of the conscious and infra-conscious 
order. For the believer in scientific monism there is but 
one vortex, objectively presented as energy, subjectively felt 
in consciousness. For the dualist there are two vortices, — 
(i) an objective vortex, and (2) a subjective vortex, each 
associated with the other. In either case the vortex is de- 
pendent for its continual existence on surrounding stores of 
that out of which it has arisen ; and in either case the 
modern tendencies of scientific thought suggest conserva- 
tion, which is but the antithesis of creation ex nihilo. 

A few words in conclusion, to present the matter from a 
somewhat different point of view. Consciousness exists : 
of that there is no doul)t. How did it come to exist? 
There seem three i»ossil)le answers to this question: — (t.) 
It was specially created in man, or in some lower organism 
from which man has been evolved ; (2.) It has been 
directly evolved from energy; (3.) It has been evolved, as 
I have suggested, from infra-consciousness. 

Now, the first answer — that of special creation — is, in my 
opinion, a logically tenable one, and one with which I have 
dneere sym})athy. I do not hold it myself, because it does 
not seem to me either the highest or the most probable 
view of the matter; but if others hold it on these grounds, 
sn let it be. With the second answer I am in distinct and 
direct antagonism. I do not think it has a single genuine 
fact of observation or a single rational inference from 
observation in its favour. Its supporters may be left to 
make out a case for it if they can. The third answer is 
that which I have endeavoured to set forth. If, tlien, these 
three answers exhaust ti c logical possiinlitics of the case, 
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and if the second is inadmissible, through default of evi- 
dence in its favour, we' are left in presence of the first and 
third. Either special creation, or evolution from infra- 
consciousness ; there is no other alternative. 

Accepting as I do the alternative of evolution, I neverthe- 
less see in this evolution the continuous manifestation of a 
synthetic synthesis, which finds its expression in the primary 
laws of nature and of min^ and with r^hich I shall deal 
further in the next chapter. Herein I seem to find the 
essence of the whole process, that which makes it compre- 
hensible and rational. Regarding man physically and 
psychically as the crowning product of this evolution, I 
nevertheless conceive liim to be the self-conscious outcome 
of an activity, selective and synthetic, which is neither 
energy nor consciousness ; which has not been evolved, hitt 
through the action of which evolution has been rendered 
possible ; which is neither subject nor object, but underlies 
and is common to both. 
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CHAPTER XIX. 

SELECTIVE SYNTHESIS IN EVOLUTION. 

T SAID at the end of the last chapter, that in evolution 
^ we may see th# continuous' manifestation of a selective 
synthesis, which finds its expression in the primary laws of 
nature and of mind. Allusion has more than once in the 
course of this work been made to this synthetic tendency in 
nature ; and towards the close of the chapter on Synthesis 
and Correlation I said that consciousness is essentially a 
synthetic unity, and that herein we might recognize the sub- 
jdttive aspect of that selective synthesis which we may discern 
in diverse forms throughout the objective world of nature. 

I here propose to deal, so far as can be done within reason- 
able limits, with this selective synthesis. I shall endeavour 
to present a restatement of the fundamental traits winch 
characterize evolution, and to indicate what I believe to be 
the essential solidarity of nature in all its modes, inorganic, 
^'irganii', and C 4 )ns(:ious. It is, of course, true that the laws 
of inorganic development are not the same as the laws of 
organic development ; and equally true that the study of 
mind iiUroduces us to a new aspect of the developmental 
process. Notwithstanding these obvious differences, the 
evolution that sweeps through nature is, 1 believe, one and 
edntinuous. My chief concern here is with mental evolu- 
tion, and it is towards this that 1 shall throughout be work 
ing. But I shall, nevertheless, devote a large share of iny 
spare to a consideration of the principles of evolution as 
they are exemplified first, unuer the simpler and more rigid 
conditions of inorganic nature, and then under the complex 
and plastic conditions of organic development 
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Tf wc mal#c a nearly saturated solutioiDof chloride of Ic.'ul 
in hot water, and set the solution on one side to cool, we 
shall see after a while that myriads of minute acicular cry- 
stals of chloride of lead make their appearance and sink to 
the bottom of the vessel in which the solution is contained. 
Here is a simple case of development or evolution. Let us 
lake note of some of the features it discloses. In the first 
})lace tlie crystals have a definite geometrical form, exhibit 
differential expansion under the influ(!iice of heat, and pos- 
sess peculiar optical and electrical properties. In a word, 
the crystals are the result of a selective synthesis, special 
in its nature^ and determinate in its products. Secondly, 
this selective synthesis can only manifest itself under ap- 
propriate environing conditions. If the water be hot, the 
crystals are not evolved ; and if, after they have formed in a 
cooling solution, the vessel be again heated, the crystals will 
disappear. Thirdly, if we trace backward the evolution of 
one of these crystals, we reach a point, that at which the 
crystal began to form as such, where there is an apparent 
breach of continuity ; by which I mean, not a gap or hiatus 
in the ascending line of development, but a point of new 
departure. Such new departures in development are illus- 
trated in Fig. 21, which shows t/lic volume*changcs of :he 
substance water under the uniform and continuous appl ^a- 
tion of beat. It will be seen that the line which cliagnnu- 
matically represents these changes exhibits several points of 
new departure. Opinions differ as to the exact state in 
which the chloride of lead exists in the solution, but, what- 
ever that state, there is a critical period when the chloiidc* 
of lead in solution assumes the form of a solid crystal. 
Fourthly, it goes without saying that the requisite 
materials out of which the crystal can be built must be 
present. 

The laws of crystalline synthesi.s have to a large extent 
been ascertained, and it is found that all known crystalline 




Fw. 21. 

Diagram to ilMratt hrachts cj continvity in k dofmcnt. It skmsjkt tficts of flit HKifom application ofkat to 
ik suhsiam wkick acmes the forms of ice, Mter, and steam. Tke^ vertical scale represents temperature (Cent) . 
ike krimtal scale volume. But on the right hand side of the diagram the scale of volume is different from 
(x i,ooo) that OH the left hand side: and the enormous expansion which xcurs when water komes steam u 
indicated h a Iroken line. Dram for me l>y my colleague, Dr Sydney Youngs FXS. 
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forms fall naturally into certain well dcfiiifcl groups. There 
is a remarkable definiteness and, so to speak, narrowness in 
the limitation of crystalline form. Quartz crystallizes in six- 
sided prisms capped with hexagonal pyramids, the angles 
bemeen the faces being of constant value. Though this fun- 
damental form may be modified by the development of addi- 
tional minor planes, the range of variation is slight. Calcite 
crystallizes in a greater variety of forms, and there can be 
little doubt that each one of these is th» strictly determinate 
outcome of crystalline synthesis under the existing conditions 
of the environment. We must thus regard each several 
variety of crystalline form as the joint product of what we 
may term an innate or inherent synthesis and the condition- 
ing of the environment. Were such a crystal endowed with 
consciousness, we may well suppose that it would claim 
freedom to act in accordtince with its inherent crystallifte 
nature, except in as far as it was restrained by the inevitable 
conditions of its environment. 

'rhe same general principles are further illustrated in that 
form of selective synthesis which is shown in the production 
of cliemical compounds. If electric sparks be made to pass 
between carbon points in an atmosphere of hydrogen, acety- 
lene, a gas containing two atoms of carbon combined with 
two of hydrogen (C2II2), formed. If this gas be mixed 
with Iiydrogen and caused to pass over spongy ])latiniin>, 
ethene, which has two atoms of carbon and six of hydrogen 
(QTIq), is ])roduced. If the acelylene be j)assed through a 
red hot tube, benzene (Cflllfi) is formed, together with small 
(juantities of styrene (CgHy), napthalene (CioHg), and retene 
(("igHis). If, again, electric sparks be caused to pass through 
a mixture of acetylene and nitrogen, hydrocyanic acid 
(HCN) is produced. Similar instances could be multiplied 
indefinitely. A mixture of carbon monoxide and hydrogen, 
when it is passed over spongy palladium, gives rise to foi 
maldebyde (CH2O), and six molecules of this in presence of 



341 


SKIJiCTlVk SVNTHKSIS IN EVOLUIION. 

calcium hydrate condense to form one molecule of a sugar 
called formose (CaliigOu). Once more, ethylene (C2H 
combines with bromine to form a substance called ethylene 
dibromide, which in presence of potassium cyanide in solu- 
tion gives rise to ethylene dicyanide ; this with water gives 
succinic acid (C4U6O4), a substance found in the turpentine 
of several species of pine. 

Now in each of *111080 cases, and in thousands of other 
such cases with which chemistry makes us acquainted, we 
see that the new compound is due to a selective synthesis of 
the atoms, and that it has a definite and determinate com- 
position. Not every collocation of atoms of carbon and 
hydrogen can coalesce to form a synthetic molecule ; CoH.j, 
C2H4, CaHc, are possible under the known laws of synthesis, 
but CH, CII2, C'H.s, Clifi, Call, Calls, CalTc and so forth, arc, 
according to our present knowledge, impossible compounds. 
Secondly, this selective synthesis can only occur under 
suitable environing conditions. It is the function of experi- 
ment to ascertain tlio conditions under which synthesis can 
be cOcc.tcd. In the case of complex molecules, it is found 
to bo (piil'ti impossible to produce them by a direct bringing 
together ol the elements of which they are composed. They 
have to be built up by a series of successive steps or stagc.s, 
the special conditions appiopiiate for each of these steps 
having to be ascertained by ex]>eriincnt. In this way many 
substances which arc formed under (jiganic conditions by 
animals or plant.:, have now been produced in the laboratoiy, 
i^ur many others cannot be so produced. We do not know 
L!ie iequi;,ito stages, or have not learned the conditions 
under which the succes.sive syntheses can occur. Here, 
again, we may notice, what W” ^aw to be true of the develop- 
ment of crystals, that if we trace back the evolution of a 
chemical compound we reach a point, that at vvlii( h the 
synthesis begins to take plice, where there is an ajiparcnt 
breach of continuity, ui the sense m which this iihrasc was 
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before used. If. the vapour of sulphur be passed over red- 
hot charcoal, a volatile compound, carbon disulphide, is 
produced, which may be condensed into a heavy, colourless 
liquid. This liquid has altogether new properties, different 
from those of either sulphur or carbon. It is a definite and 
determinate product of selective synthesis. Between the 
physical condition pf the elements before synthesis and that 
of th6 compound after synthesis there is An apparent breach 
of continuity. There docs not appear to be a gradual and 
insensible change from the physical properties of the elements 
to the physical properties of the compound, but at the critical 
moment of the constitution of the compound there seems to 
be a new departure. 

Selective synthesis of a definitely determinate nature; the 
controlling conditions of the environment ; apparent breachdfe 
of continuity in what we may term the curve of development: 
these, then, arc some of the teachings of inorganic nature. 

But it is possible that some of my readers are by this time 
beginning to exclaim : — What has all this to do with Com 
parative Psychology ? I would ask them to bear with me. 
In the meanwhile, I may say somewhat in explanation of 
the central aim and purpose of this chaptei; There are 
two opposing schools of psychologists. On the one hand 
are the Empiricists. They appear to be completely content 
with descriptive psychology. Laying great stress on the 
facts of association, they describe the genesis of psycho- 
logical states as a continuous process of aggregation under 
the conditions of association. They do not appear to 
recognize — or in any case they lay little stress on — an 
underlying law of synthesis. Anxious to base their psycho- 
logy on the results of biological research, and catching up 
from evolutionists the watchword “environment,"^ they are 
a[jt to regard psychological genesis as wholly the result, of 
the conditioning effects of the environment, and make the 
individual mind a mere puppet in the hands of circum- 
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stances. Allying \hcinselves with the physiologists, they 
seem to regard consciousness as the mere spectator of a 
series of physiological cljanges in nerve-tissue. On the 
other hand are those whom we may term the Appcrcep- 
tionists. For them the selective synthesis is the essential 
and central feature in mental development; the environ- 
mental circumstances are subsidiary. But they contend 
that this selective i^ctivity, to which they apply the term 
“ apperception,” * is something stii generis^ and peculiar to 
mind, something which is not found elsewhere in nature. 
** In the physical world,” says Professor Mark Baldwin, “we 
find no such unifying force as that known in psychology as 
the activity of apperception.” Now, according to the view 
adopted in this work, the Empiricists are right in their con- 
tention that the study of psychology should, so far as tlie 
conditions of the case admit, be brought in line with tlie 
study of branches of objective science; aic right in utilizing 
to the full the results of general biology and of special nerve 
)»hysiology ; but are wrong in laying the main stress on the 
environment, to the entire, or almost entire, neglect of a law 
of intrinsic selective synthesis while the Apperceptionists, 
on the other ^band, are right in insisting on the central 
importance oi selective synthesis in psychology; are right 
in laying stress on the activity of the conscious subject ; but 
are wrong in se.pposing that this selective synthesis is some- 
thing sui generis, and peculiar to the activity of mind. 
Hence it becomes my duty to bring out, as clearly as I can, 
the real existence of this .select ivo synthesis, — not as a 
mysterious “ prineiple,” but as a legitimate infeience from 
the observed facts, — and also to show that this synthetic 

I cannot hcic di.sciisb the use or uses of iliis tenu. Sultitx* it to say, 
that it appears sometiincs to cover the synthetic tendenry iimlerlying all 
psychical processes, and sometimes tv) be restricted to certain higher 
and more specialized modes of synthesis, in the genesis of cognition 
iff knowledge, and in the activity of altent on. 
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activity is universal or common to all known aspects of 
nature, and nowise restricted to the realm of mind. And I 
do not see how I can hope to show this without a con- 
sideration of the phenomena of evolutional development in 
the inorganic sphere, as well as in biology and psychology. 

Furthermore, I am anxious to draw a distinction which 
is, I think, too much lost sight of, but which is serviceable 
both in psychology, and in other branches of science, — 
namely, that between primary or intrinsic laws of nature, 
and secondary or extrinsic laws. Let it be once for all 
understood, that by law I mean the generalized statement of 
observed fact, or of legitimate inference from observed fact. 
The tendency of carbon to unite with sulphur is due to a 
primary or intrinsic law, and when they combine they are 
typically free so to do. And in all cases where natuAl 
inherent tendency is fulfilled without let or hindrance, we 
should speak of freedom. This is, indeed, the very essence 
of our idea of freedom, that the body or system of whicli 
this attribute is predicated is free to carry out the tendencies 
of its inherent nature. Unfortunately, false, and often hazy, 
conceptions have tended not only to obscure this truth, but 
even to lead to its denial. For if we conceive of the 
primary laws of nature as something external to phenomena 
and controlling them, then tlie sulphur and carbon are no 
longer free to combine, but do so under the compulsion of an 
external law. Regarding as I do the primary laws of nature 
as intrinsic and inherent (not external and compulsive), and 
any system exhibiting its own inherent activity as typically 
free, I distinguish these intrinsic laws from the extrinsic laws 
which summarize the conditioning effects of environment. 
Freedom is intrinsic ; but all forms of constraint are 
extrinsic. The individual, man or animal or crystal, is free 
in so far as it acts in accordance with its inherent intrinsic 
nature ; ’t is under constraint in so far as its activity is 
thwarted by the extrinsic influence of environing conditions. 
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These considerations should he borne in mind in any 
discussion of the free-will question. All natural law is 
determinate; hence there is no real conflict between 
determinism and freedom as above defined. 

Now the selective synthesis which we have seen to be a 
factor in evolution is an intrinsic or primary law of nature ; 
while the conditioning effects of the environment are 
secondary or extrinsic laws. Both are determinate, both 
are essentially natural. And it is my object to show that 
both arc recognizable in evolution, in all its phases, in- 
organic, organic, and psychological. 

I have spoken of the selective and synthetic tendency as 
active^ and in the seventeenth chapter (p. 314) have laid 
some stress on this activity. That all the multitudinous 
• natural operations w^e see around us, the changes and trans- 
formations of energy, give evidence of an activity of some 
sort and somewhere, can scarcely be called in question. 
But we are too apt to conceive this activity as external to 
and exercised upon natural objects; and to talk of the 
constraining action of natural law as if this action v^cre 
s unething external and controlling. It is distinctive of the 
inoni.stic iiUer[)retation of nature, that the activity is regarded 
as intrinsic or inherent in, and not external to, the happen- 
ings which w^e call natural. 

In passing now from inorganic development to organic 
development, the first question that arises is : — Can the in- 
organic have given origin by natural processes to the organic ? 
It seems tolerably certain that the synthesis of living proto- 
\)lasrn has not yet been effected in a test tube ; but he who 
bases upon this fact the assertion that the natural synthesis 
of protoplasm is impossible, would seem to have a somewhat 
overweening confidence in the test-tube. All that the failure 
to liroductj protoplasm in the laboratory shows, is that we 
have not yet learned, aiid perhaps may never learn, the 
stages of syntliesis and ihe appropriate conditions under 



346 INTRODUCTION TO COMPARATIVE PSYCHOLOGV. 

whirli the synthesis may take effect. T, for one, am not 
prepared to accept the verdict of the test-tube as finally 
conclusive. Whether the natural synthesis of protoplasm 
without the aid of already formed protoplasm is going on 
now anywhere in the wide world I do not know, but I 
believe that it has so taken place at some period or periods 
of the earth's history. The present existence of protoplasm 
shows that there is a synthetic tendency f^r certain widely- 
spread elements to combine in this way ; nay more, the 
rapidity and vigour of organic growth show how exceedingly 
strong is the tendency. It is true that, so far as observation 
goes, this vigorous synthesis cannot now occur, unless a 
fragment of living protoplasm be present to initiate the new 
growth. But this does not nullify the fact of the existing 
synthetic tendency. Now one may well suppose that, not- • 
withstanding the strength of this tendency, the complete 
sequence of appropriate conditions for the successive stages of 
the synthesis is of the rarest occurrence : may even have 
occurred only at a certain stage of the earth's history. If it 
be said that the properties of protoplasm indicate a new 
departure, and that there is apparently no continuity of curve 
between the properties of the inorganic and the grganic, this 
may be readily admitted, and regarded as a mai ked instance 
of what we have already seen to be a not unusual feature of 
development. 

Let us now take note of some of the more salient 
phenomena presented by living matter. It is in its ('lunnical 
nature exceedingly comijlex, highly stored with energy, and 
very unstable. It is semi-fluid, viscid, and possesses 
mobility. It is ( apable of growth by assimilation, and of 
disintegration under tlie stress of comparatively slight 
stimuli or changes in the environment. It divides by fission 
into small individual units or cells, in each of which there is 
generally a central differentiated portion, the nucleus. There 
can be no question that this protoplasmic material, whether 
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it be regarded as a single chemical substance, or as a group 
of analogous substances, is a product of selective synthesis ; 
and there can be little doubt that the differentiation of the 
nucleus within the cell is a further result of selective 
synthesis, though how this was brought about we are not at 
present able to say. Furthermore, we may affirm with little 
fear of contradiction that, interesting and important as are 
the structure and ^composition of this living substance, it is 
chiefly in virtue of its being a vehicle for orderly trans- 
formations of energy that we describe it as living. Here, in 
fact, is where the organic differs most markedly from the 
inorganic. When the crystals of chloride of lead arc formed 
in a cooling solution, there is a redistribution of energy; 
when the carbon and hydrogen combine to give rise to 
Acetylene, or the carbon and sulphur to form carbon disul- 
phide, changes in the distribution and mode of occurrence 
of Energy occur. But in protoplasm, owing to the power of 
continuous assimilation and concomitant disintegration, there 
is a continuous series of transformations and redistributions of 
energy ; and it is just herein that one of the characteristics 
of life lies. We study the substance of living tilings, not 
only to leaii;j what it is, but also to undersinnd what it does. 

In the unicellular organisms, or those which are con- 
stituted by a single cell, there are wide differences in the 
complexity of the structure of this cell. Some, like the 
amoeba, are comparatively simple; others, like the vorti- 
cclla, show not a little differentiation ; within the substance 
of yet others, exquisitely formed and delicately sculptured 
skeletons of silica or carbonate of lime are produced. That 
the more differentiated forms have been evolved from the 
less differentiated forms is part of the evolutionary assump- 
tion. But how? There cm be little question that here, as 
on the lower plane of inorganic development, the two factors, 
an intrinsic synthetic tendency and a const! aining and 
conditioning cnvironnient, are operative. It is difficult to 
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assign the due value to eaclf. VVlien, however, we consider 
the exquisitely fashioned frustules of the diatom, the beauti- 
ful basket-work of the radiolarian tests, or the delicately 
chiseled calcareous shells of the foraminifera, we are unable 
to assign their conditioning to any probable mode of action 
of the environment. Nor have we any reason to suppose 
that tlie possession of those particular forms and modes of 
sculpturing which we observe, affords an^ security against 
elimination by the stress of inorganic conditions, by enemies, 
or by competition. We seem, therefore, justified in sup* 
{losing that the primary factor is here the most important, 
and that these exquisite skeletons are the result of selective 
synthesis. If this be so, then the various types of frustules, 
to take the diatom as an exanqde, must be regarded as 
determinate, synthetic products analogous to the crystalline^ 
forms displayed by calcite. But how different are the 
determinate forms displayed under organic conditions from 
those which are disjilaycd under inorganic conditions ! 

It is true that the tests of radiolari.ins may show, in tlie 
basal ground-plan of their structure, some indications of 
continuity with the crystalline foims of (piaitz; but it is 
only on careful analysis that any trace of similarity of tyjie 
is disclosed, so completely is it hidden and masked by the 
profound modifications imjjrcssed on the silica by the 
organic conditions of its production. 

If now we {)ass from these skeletal {iruduets of certain 
unicellular organisms to the {protoplasmic structine of such 
forms as vorticclla, stentor, or ])arainocciuin,. with its not 
inconsideiable differentiation, and if wc ask concerning this 
how far it is due to selective synthesis, and how far to the con- 
ditioning effect of the environment, our dilhcmlties seem to 
increase. In either case the numerous forms that are, as a 
matter of fac t, presented to our study must be due, on the 
liy{)otliesis of evolution, to variation ; and this variation 
must arise out of the inlicrent nature of the organic material 
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or some part qf it, reacting under the stress of environing 
forces. The essential question, therefore, is whether the 
variations so arising are indeterminate or determinate. Are 
the forms we observe entirely the result of the natural 
selection of adaptive variations, through the elimination of 
an indefinite number of non-adaptive variations ? or are they 
the result of the natural selection of adaptive variations from 
among those presented by determinate synthesis, numerous 
perhaps, but not* indefinitely numerous ? In other words, 
have wc, when we reach this stage of evolution, got rid, for 
good and all, of determinate products of selective synthesis, 
and have we henceforth to deal with indeterminate variations 
in any or all directions ? The question is a biological one, 
and most difficult to decide by observation. But, if the 
skeletons of certain unicellular organisms be regarded ns the 
' results of determinate variation, it would seem not unreason- 
able to assume that the differentiated structure of a vorticella 
or pararnoecium is also the no-doubt naturally selected 
result of determinate .synthesis. For it must be remembered, 
tliat the protoplasmic structure of vorticella, no less than the 
sculptured frustule of a diatom, is the visible expression of 
an intrinsic activity under the partial control of environing 
condit.ions.,1 

The multicellular organisms differ from those which are 
UTjicellular, not merely and not chiefly in that they are 
composed of many cells, but in the fact that there are 
differentiations among the cells with difTcrences of functi(m ; 
and that the differentiated structures and functions are so 
integrated and co-ordinated as to conspire to form a unity, 
both structurally and fimclionally. Among them repro- 
duction is either by fission, — that is, the division of tlie 
organism into two or more, as in st^me worms; or by budding, 
as in many zoophytes ; or I v the detachment of eggs which 
generally have to be, but in some cases need not be, 
fertilized. In sexual reproduction, to which alone we can here 
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refer, the egg so detached is a single cell p hut it is, so to 
speak, a representative cell. It contains the potentiality (to 
use this word for the present to express our comparative 
ignorance of the structure and energy in virtue of which the 
cell has this power), — it contains, I say, the potentiality^ of 
developing under appropriate conditions into an organism 
like that from which the cell was detached. This it is which 
makes the human ovum or sperm the most marvellous speck 
of matter in the known universe. Confifting our attention 
therefore to the higher animals, we may say that each 
individual, with its tens of thousands of co-ordinated cells 
and cell-activities, takes its origin from a single cell, the 
nucleus of which contains germinal matter derived from two 
separate individuals. There can be no question therefore 
that within this cell, and probably within its nucleus, is 
contained the potentiality of the complex organism into 
which it develops. Here, then, it is that all variation must 
take its origin. In technical phrase, variation is germinal 
in origin, but somatic (from soma^ the body) in expression. 

The question here again arises how this variation in the 
germinal matter may be caused. It is clear that the extrinsic 
action of natural selection, through the elimination of relative 
failures, can have played but an indirect part in<hc origin of 
variations. Given favourable variations, natural selection 
may account for survival. It cannot account for their 
presence and origin. Variation is germinal in origin, hut 
somatic in expression. It is on this somatic expression in 
the bodily organization that natural selection takes effect ; 
and it is only in so far as these organisms are the bearers of 
germinal cells capable of reproducing similar individuals, 
that natural selection is effective on the race. Each indi- 
vidual carries, in the germinal matter, the secret of its 
structure and energy. If it perish through elimination, or if 
it be prevented from taking any share in the continuance of 
the race, its germinal secret perishes with it. 
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Wc seem, llien, forced to conclude that the variations 
which take their origin in germinal matter must be intrinsic, 
and rather called forth by, than produced by, influences 
brought to bear upon it from without. If so, we must 
again ask, Are the variations determinate or indeter- 
minate ? According to one school of biologists, the varia- 
tions are frequently determinate, and arise in a manner that 
is easily understood. If any part of the somatic structure of 
an organism is modified during the life of that organism, this 
“acquired character” affects the germinal matter in such a 
way that a similar modification is developed in the offspring, 
which arise from that germinal matter. 7'hus, in so far as a 
man improves his physique or his brain-power by careful 
training, he is impressing his germinal matter with a poten 
tiality of similar development. Those who hold this view 
*have not as yet been able either to establish the fact of such 
inheritance of acquired characters beyond question, or to 
suggest such an explanation of the manner in which the 
influence affects the germinal matter, as to satisfy their 
critics, who contend that no such origin of determinate 
variations has been proved or is probable. According to the 
opposing view, all variations arise endogenously within the 
gcrm-plasnuj and there is no transference to the germ-plasm of 
exogenous variations taking their origin in somatic modifica- 
tions. If this be so, we are thrown back upon such influ- 
encc.s, acting on the germinal nuclear matter, as nutrition, 
r limate, and the nature of the medium in which the organism 
lives, in so far as this can affect the germinal matter in its 
sheltered position within the body, and upon the general 
effect of the organic environment of the somatic cells and 
their products. These influences may give rise to indeter- 
minate variations, or to variations which are determinate. 
In the former case, we may say tliat chance offers an in- 
definite number of fortuitous variations to the winnowing 
process of natural selection. In the latter case, we may say 
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that selective synthesis offers a definite ^timber of deter- 
minate variations to the eliminating agencies of life’s 
struggle. The observations of Schmankewitsch appear to 
show, that by gradually altering the salinity of the water in 
which certain brine-shrimps live, one species can be trans- 
formed into another species differing determinately in the 
form of the tail-lobes and the character of the spines they 
bear. . Pupre of a Texan species of the Saturnia were 
brought in 1870 to Switzerland and kep# there during the 
winter. The moths which emerged from the cocoons were 
completely Texan in character, and laid eggs; the cater- 
pillars were fed on the leaves of Juglans regia (the Texan 
form feeding on JTuglans nigra ) and the moths which 
resulted from this development were possessed of new and 
determinate characters such as to justify, it would seem, their 
being regarded as different species. Now here it is difficulf 
to say whether the difference was called forth by some action 
on the germinal matter or on the cells which developed there- 
from. But, in either case, the apparently determinate nature 
of the change is to be noted It appears to me that the 
recorded experience of breeders shows that the material 
offered to artificial selection is not the result of fortuitous 
but rather of determinate variation. As Parwin said, 
“ 'rhere are two factors : namely, the nature of the organism, 
and the nature of the conditions, 'fhe former seems to be 
much the more important. I am therefore disi)()sed to 
believe that the factor that I have termed selective synthesis 
is still operative in the case of the multicellular organism. It 
is, no doubt, indefinitely more complex than if is in the case 
of inorganic development, or even of the developunent of the 
exquisite markings on the frustules of diatoms. But this 
increasing complexity is just what a study of the lower 
phases of development would lead one to expect. 

I have spoken of the nuclear matter of the germ as con- 
taining the potentiality of developing into an organism like 
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the parent. Dr Weismann has recently made, .an attempt to 
suggest a structural basis of this potentiality. The attempt 
is from the nature of the case speculative, but the specula- 
tion runs on scientific lines. I cannot, of course, hen* 
discuss or even describe Dr Weismann’s views. Suffice it 
to say, that he suggests the possible or probable existence of 
biological units of progressive complexity, which he terms 
bioj)hors, determinants, and ids. These give actuality in the 
germ to its potentialities of development ; and they may well 
be regarded, from our standpoint, as the structural expres- 
sion of determinate selective synthesis. Dr Weismann is of 
opinion that the cause of hereditary variation must be due 
to the direct effect of external influences on the biophors 
and determinants. “We are,” he says, “undoubtedly 
justified in attributing the cause of variation to the influence 
of changed external surroundings.” It is not, however, quite 
clear whether he regards the variations so produced as d(‘,tcr- 
minate in direction or not. But be forcibly states his belief 
that we cannot possibly attribute the immense number of 
adaptations to rare fortuitous variations occurring only 
once. “The necessary variations from which transforma- 
tions arise by means of selection must,” he says, “in all 
cases be exhibited over and over again by many individuals.” 
If the variations are not indeterminate, but the outcome of 
selective synthesis, the occurrence of such variations as are 
exhibited over and over again by many individuals would be 
what we should naturally expect. 

Granting all Dr Weismann's assumptions, the manner in 
which the determinants and biophors arc distributed through- 
out the organism during the process pf development remains 
an unsolved riddle. Of this Dr Weismann himself is fully 
aware. He is far too honest an inquirer into truth to attempt 
to gloss over our present ignorance. 

It seems to me that the probh m of development will have 
to be attacked in the direction t at her of energy than of 
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Structure. We must regard the living organism, nay even 
the fertilized egg-cell, not only as a piece of mechanism, 
l)ut also as a piece of goiiig mechanism. I remember once 
seeing a lecturer build up a num])er of gyroscope tops into 
a compound system of spinning parts. So long as they 
continued sj)inning the system was stable ; as the spinning 
died down the system fell to pieces. It is the spin of life 
that somehow effects the distribution t)f structure; and 
different eggs develop into different animals in virtue of an 
itdieritcd difference of their vital spin. Cell-division cannot 
be a matter of structure only ; it must be a matter of what 1 
am speaking of as spin- a term which must not be inter- 
preted too literally. When the organism has been built 
up into its several parts, composed of differentiated cells^ 
the si)in of each cell must in large degree be dependent on, 
and conditioned by, the spin of neighbouring cells which 
constitute its immediate environment, and must in turn 
inlluence that of those cells ; and thus the spin of the 
entire group is a co-ordinated and integrated spin, condi- 
tioned as a whole by the general environment of the 
aggregate. 

What 1 before termed the potentiality of the fertilized egg- 
cell, we may now regard as a definite biophoral or other 
structure, which is the vehicle of a particular and specialized 
vital spin. 1 am inclined to regard the vital spin as that 
upon which the more stress will ultimately be laid; the 
spin determining the development of structure, rather than 
the structure determining the nature of the spin. Starting, 
that is to say, with a particular and specialized spin in the 
fertilized egg, then, given an adequate supply of material 
fitted for assimilation, the evolution of the indefinitely more 
complex and co ordinated spin of the differentiated cells of 
the adult organism follows, and is manifested to our eye as 
a structural product, the functional activities of the organism 
being the net result <3f sperinli/.ed co ordinations of vital 
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Spin. The analogy of mechanics may mislead us. We 
make machines with a co-ordinated mechanism to effect 
certain transformations of energy, and thus regard the struc- 
ture as determining the nature of the output of energy. 
But in nature the machines are not made, but develop, and 
their structures are determined by the modes of energy of 
which they are the vehicle. On the view of evolution 
developed in this diapter the transformations of energy 
involved in the complex vital spin are due, primarily, to 
inherent and determinate selective synthesis of the vital 
molecular vibrations which constitute the spin, and second- 
arily, to the conditioning of the sjnn in harmony with the 
environment. 

The vital molecular movements and transformations of 
energy reach their acme of delicate co-ordination m the 
brain of the higher vertebrates ; and there they are asso- 
ciated with the phenomena of consciousness. We thus pass 
from organic evolution to mental evolution. 

The essential questions for our consideration are: — (i.) 
Is there selective synthesis in mental development? (2.) 
What is the nature of the conditioning environment in 
mental evolution? (3.) Is variation determinate or indeter- 
minate ? (4.) Are there apparent breaches of continuity in 

mental development ? (5) Is mental development depend- 
ent on natural selection through elimination? (6.) Is it 
necessary that we should believe in the inheritance of 
acquired characters ? 

In reply to the first of thc.se cjucries, Is there selective 
synthesis in mental development? it appears to me that 
the psychologist is bound to answer that there is. And 1 
would remind the reader of wliat was said concerning the 
externality of the object as presented in vision. I look up 
from my page and have an impression of a liook at a certain 
distance from me. In psychological analysis it is found 
that the impression is the result of the coalescence of cer 
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lain retinal sensations with certain motor sensations derived 
from the eye muscles and the apparatus of accommodation. 
It appears to me obvious that no mere commingling of dis- 
parate sensations could give the out-thcrencss of the impres- 
sion, but that when the motor sensations coalesce with the 
retinal sensations they enter into a synthesis which has a 
new and determinate character. Tl would seem that just 
as the raw material of life is the product of selective syn- 
thesis, so too is the raw material of sentience dependtiul 
u]^on an analogous process; and that it is inconceivable; 
that the elements of sentience should give rise to consen- 
tience and consciousness by mere fortuitous grouping, with- 
out the play of that selective synthesis which swce[)s, as I 
believe, through the whoUi ascending curve of evolution, 
inorganic, organic, and psychical. In any case, psychology, 
so far as I am able to interpret its teaching, proclaims the 
fact that selective synthesis is of the very essence of mental 
development. 

Passing to our second question, we have seen in the 
lower pha!ses of inorganic and organic evolution how im- 
portant a part the environment plays in conditioning develoj)- 
ment The products of selective synthesis must he in har- 
mony with the environment, if they arc to exist and persist. 
^Vhat, then, is the environment in mental development? 
We must hero distinguish between the environment of the 
co-ordinated system of ideas which constitutes the complex 
mental syntlicsis of the individual mind, and the environ - 
liicnt of the st^Tral units which are the elements in this 
synthesis. The mental synthesis is the correlate of the in- 
tegrated spin of a vast number of bra in- molecules ; the results 
of this integrated spin must be in h.armony with the general 
environment; but the spin of any subordinate group of 
cells must also be in harmony with the spin of the surround- 
ing groups which constitute its immediate environment. So 
the mental system of the individual must be in suflicient 
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harmony with the •urroundiiig social and other unvironmenl 
to enable the man in whom it occurs to escape elimination 
by competition or by enemies, and to elude tern[)orary elimi- 
nation in the prison or the madhouse. On the higher plane of 
intellectual thought it must, in order to be fruitful and not 
barren, be fitted to resist the elimination of adverse criticism. 
Within the system itself the environment of any constituent 
idea or ideal is wholly psychical, 'rhis is obvious enough 
in the higher rcgion*<)f intellectual ideas, and of moral and 
aesthetic ideals. But it is also true in the domain of sense. 
For there is no test beyond and behind that of practical 
experience; and [iiactical experience is psychical. Hence it 
follows, that any product of mental synthesis must, in order 
to make good its existence, be in congruity with the mental 
system in whicli it develops. Us psychical spin is condi- 
tioned by tiic c.o urdinated psychical spin of the whole 
system. 1 am thinking out a problem and a solution flashes 
across my mind through some subtle association by simi 
larity. But it has to stand the test of the environment. U 
it be not in congruity with all I know of the subject d 
cannot find a permanent place in my system of ideas : it 
is eliminated through incongruity. Contradictories cannot 
co-exist in thc3#saine synthesis. d'he advance of science is 
on this wis'c 'The thinker assimilates all that is best in llu‘ 
work of liis [irecuisors, and by observation and experiment 
brings in fresh .stores of facts; a congruous system takes 
form in his mind, all that is incongruous therewitli being 
eliminated; and fer after thinkers the result of iiis thought 
is pan of the environment whir h they must assimilate, and 
whic h through the rigorous application of scientific method 
and verification they must hand on in a more Iiighly de- 
veloped condition through the ’- uther elimination of im on- 
gruities. 

Whether llie variations that occur in mental faculty are 
determinate or indeterminate in their directlun (our third 
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iliiostion), it is hard to decide. Arc ihefe definite types of 
cliaracter ? or are what we regard as such types merely con- 
venient categories under which we class individuals who are 
indefinitely variable? Is genius the result of a fortunate 
c<miniingling of inlierited aptitudes, or is it a product of 
selective synthesis, a crystalline gem of rarest purity and 
symmetry ? 1 am inclined to believe that the variations are 

determinate, the definite products of selective synthesis, and 
that mental evolution proceeds along fllnes which are deter- 
mined by the intrinsic laws of mind, just as a crystal is 
evolved along linos which arc determined by the intrinsic 
laws of crystallization. But there can be little doubt that, 
as we advance from the simpler to the complex, the rigidity 
and narrowness of the synthesis give place to far greater 
plasticity and freedom. The determinate possibilities^ of 
synthesis are in brain and mind indefinitely increased, and 
thus, from the very multiplicity of determinate variations, 
llieir definitely synthetic nature is liable to escape our 
observation. 

Passing now to our fourth question, Are there apparent 
bleaches of continuity in mental development? I am dis- 
posed to answer that such apparent breaches there are. 
The step from mere sentience to consentience probably 
involved such a breach or new departure in the develop- 
mental curve. 'I’he step from consentience, or sense- 
experience, to reflection and thought certainly involves, 
in my judgnuMit, such a new departure. The curve of 
the develoiiment of sense-experience and .intelligence pur- 
sues a smooth ujiward course. But when the perception ()f 
relations is introduced there is a point of new dejKirtUK^ 
If the dividing line between sense experience and c on- 
cepluul thought is to be drawn, on the basis of the data at 
present open to our observation, between the lower Primates 
and man, then we may say that there is an apparent breach 
of continuity at this stage of mental evolution analogous to 
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the apparent breach of continuity between the inorganic and 
the organic stages of the evolutionary process, 'This is the 
view to which I myself incline. But wc have seen that 
such apparent breaches of continuity are natural incidents 
in the ascending curve of evolution. If, therefore, they do 
thus occur in mental evolution, this does but serve to bring 
this phase of development into line with the inorganic and 
organic phases. 

At the same time it should be clearly grasped that these 
apparent breaches of continuity arc to be regarded as 
merely incidental to the conditions under which the 
phenomena are presented to our observation. The breach 
between the liquid and the vaporous states of water holds 
good only under the normal conditions of pressure. On 
these conditions it is contingent. Could we only in other 
'matters, as has been the case with liquid and vaj)our 
through the classical researches of Andrews and others, 
find the ap{)ro[)riate conditions, every apparent breach of 
continuity would probably disappear. \Ve are constrained 
to believe that evolution as a process is essentially one and 
continuous. By whic.li wc mean that nowhere is there 
evidence of supernatuial interfmence ah extra. It is im- 
perative to distinguish with due care between the results of 
empirical oijservation and their interpretation on a dee[)er 
plane of [)hiloso[)hic thought. The ajiparent breaf:hes of 
continuity are empirical, and arc incidiailal only to the 
limiting conditions of phenomenal iircseiilation. 

To the question, Is mental development in ail its phases 
entirely, or even mainly, dependent on natural selection 
tluough elimination? 1 reply with an emphatic no. I do 
not of course deny that in the animal world, and in human 
society to a less degree, it ^-as been the function of intel 
ligencc and reason to enable the organism so to guide its 
actions as to resist elimination, to live out its full s]>an of life 
and to procreate its kind; and that those organisms in wliich 
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intelligent adaptation was inadequate to ^hese purposes 
have again and again suffered the penalty of elimination, 
leaving others fitter than them in possession of life’s field. 
lUit I see no evidence to show that commanding intellect, 
mathematical or scientific ability, artistic genius or lofty 
moral ideas, are attributable solely to natural selection 
through elimination.*’ In his essay upon “The Musical 
Sense in Animals and Man,” Dr Weismann says: — “Talents 
for music, art, poetry, and mathematics 4o not contribute 
towards the preservation of the human species, and therefore 
cannot have arisen by the operation of natural selection.” 
He suggests that as the dexterity of the hand was evolved 
for other piirj)oses than piano-playing, but has been utilized 
by man for this purpose, so faculty, which was evolved for 
other purposes, may by man have been devoted to mathe- 
matics, art, or poetry. I see no reason for disagreeing with* 
this contention ; but at the same time 1 submit that the 
development of definite and self-consistent artistic, musical, 
poetic, and ethical ideals demands an explanation which is 
nowhere given in Dr Weismann’s essay Such explanation 
is afforded, if they be regarded as the results of inherent 
activities which are selective and synthetic in their nature. 

Lastly we come to the question, Is it necessary to our 
conception of mental development that we should believe in 
the inheritance of ac(juired characters? Much of the essay 
of Dr Weismann, to which I have just alluded, is devoted 
to the consideration of this (jucstion with special reference 
to musical faculty. He concludes that such inheritance 
of acquired faculty is neither pnjved noi necessary to an 
adequate interpretation of the facts. In this I am dis[)oseJ 
t(^ agree with him ; though 1 am not pie[;ared at jucsent U) 

* Mx W’alLi-x'lick ha-. iccciUly shown thr value of primitive 

mu.sle aiiiuiig s;i\age,>. And no di)ul>l z/ic ULi^huiin;.; and early i/a^es of 
our moral, intelleciual, and u siliclic faeullic^ were of practical value* in 
die .^tiuggle for exi.'itencc. 
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assert that such^nhcritancc is impossible. The vital spin 
in the germinal cells may possibly be in some way influenced 
by the somatic spin around them ; or the spin of the 
biophors derived from specialized determinants may in 
fluence in an analogous manner the spin of the similar 
determinants in the germinal cells. iJe this as it may, it 
appears to me that if, as J have above contended, the 
development of definite and self-consistent artistic, ethical, 
and other ideals k due to selective synthesis, under the 
conditioning restraints of a psychical environment, we have 
herein all that can reasonably be required by any one who 
is content to adopt an interpretation of nature, including 
psychical nature, based on the principles of evolution. An 
activity which is selective and synthetic is disclosed through- 
out all the operations of nature, and in psychology is an 
Essential factor in mental devehjpment. But there is no 
evidence that this activity is peculiar to psychology, and 
there is no evidence that it is external to, and not naturally 
inherent in, the phenomena which it is the biisincs-, (;! 
empirical psychology to describe. 
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CHAPTER XX. 

THE PSYCHOLOGY OF MAN AND THE 
HIGHER ANIMALS COMPARED. 

I N the last two chapters I have endeavoured to iridicate 
the relation of mental evolution to evolution in general, 
and to show that the selective synthesis which gives unity to 
the individual mind is of like nature with that which a study 
of evolution discloses throughout natural occurrences. 

AVe must now lake up the subject where we left it at 
the close of the sixteenth chapter, in which I contended 
that a very large percentage of the activities of animals 
may be fairly explained as due to intelligent adapta- 
tion through association founded on sense experience. I 
freely admit that there is a small — in my opinion very 
small — outstanding percentage of cases, the explanation of 
w-hich seems to involve the attribution to animals of powers 
of perception and of rational thought. But seeing the 
smallness of the number of cases of this type, and seeing 
the anecdotal character of the record, it is my opinion — an 
opinion which 1 shall have no hesitation in changing, if the 
results of systematic investigation and carefully conducted 
experimental observations warrant my so doing— that, were 
all the circumstances known, this outstanding percentage 
would disappear, and that the whole/ range of animal 
activities would be explicable as the result of intelligent 
adaptation. If this be so, then, in comparing the psycla> 
logy of man and the higher animals, the radical difference 
lies in the fact that man perceives particular relations among 
phenomena, and builds the generalized results of these per- 
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ceplions intoi the fabric of his concciHUBl thought ; while 
animals do not i)erceive the relations, and have no (on- 
ceptual thought, nor any knowledge — if we use this word to 
denote the result of such conceptual thought. Whether this 
conclusion (or hypothesis, if the word be preferred) is valid 
or not, will have to be settled, if it can be settled at all, not 
by any number of anecdotes, — interesting, and to some 
extent valuable, as such anecdotes are, — but by carefully' 
conducted experimental observations, carried out as far as 
possible under nicely controlled conditions. 

It is not my intention here to go over again tlic ground 
we have already covered. Pmough has been said on that 
aspect of the comparative psychology of men and animals. 
Hut there are other aspects, on which little has been said. 
T he emotional aspect of the psychical life has, for exami)le, 
received but little consideration. 

In the chapter on Automatism ami Control^ I said that 
primitively, and in the lower organisms, control is determined 
l)y the predominance of pleasurable or painful tone in the 
sensory centres which are at any time conspiring to influence 
the centre of control. But I added, that for man, in so 
far as he is a leflcctive being w^ho frames ideals of conduct, 
this statcniicnt was loo crude, and was contradicted by 
experience, unless we extend the meaning of the words 
“ pleasurable and “ painful ” in a way that can scarcely be 
regarded as satisfactcjry. 

Now, the emotional stales of men and animals arc ex- 
traordinarily comt)lex. Associated with every sensation- 
element there is, or may be, an cmutional tunc. I shall 
use this expression to denote the aspect of the sensation in 
virtue of which the organism which experiences it tends 
either on the one hand U. seek its continija?iro or its repel i- 
lion, or on the other hand to exclude it from consciousness. 
Now, as we have already seen, the states of consciousness 
which constitute the psychical wave of empirical psychology 
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are exceedingly complex, with focal iinprcssiour. or ideas and 
a marginal setting. Motor sensations contribute very largely 
to the states of consciousness. And what we call emotional 
states arc the net result of the summation of emotional tone 
of all the sensation-elements which in varying degrees con- 
tribute towards states of consciousness. No wonder that 
their complexity is such as to baffle analysis. Moreover 
that synthesis which we have seen to be so important in 
sense-experience, and in the perceptual &nd conceptual 
superstructure that is founded thereon, is not less important 
in the emotional aspect of conscious cxi)criencc. It is 
practically impossible to analyse even such a relatively 
simple emotional state as anger into its constituent elements 
of emotional tone. Tlicre is little doubt that the pre- 
dominant impulses, with the effects of which the emotion is 
associated, are motor impulses. But the synthesis of these 
is carried out below the threshbld of consciousness ; their 
dissociation point, to borrow again an analogy from chemical 
science, is in the infra-conscious region. For psychology, 
as such, they are undecomposable. Just as wo are consciously 
aware of only the net results of a great iiiim!)er of motor 
impulses, which synthetically combine to give rise to (nir 
motor sensations, — so too are we only consciously* awar('. of 
the net results of the vast number of concurrent and con 
spiring impulses whose emotional tones synthetically com- 
bine to constitute that complex product which is felt as 
diffused throughout the whole body, focal and marginal 
alike, of the psychical wave in the moment of experienc e, 
and to which we apply the i)hiasc “ an emotional state/' 
I .say focal and marginal alike ; for it would seem like 
omitting the central character of the drama, if we exc'ludcd 
the focal imi)ression c^r idea, to the presence of which the 
emotion owes its origin. I am, however, disposed to regard 
the emotional state itself as mainly a matter of the marginal 
background of consciousness. Yonder fox-terrier who has 



PSYCHOLOGY OF MAN AND THE HIGHER ANIMALS. 365 

caught sight of his old enemy the butcher’s cur is brim-full 
of emotional tone all down his ruffled back to the very lip 
of his tail. The cur is in the focus of his consciousness ; 
l)iit it is set in a background of emotion that is thrilling in 
from every fibre of his frame. So too the mongrel that 
limply cowers in abject fear has the stick of his ruffianly 
master in focus ; but it is the margin of consciousness that 
is trembling wi4h emotional tone. 'I'he more 1 study the 
emotions the nune do 1 feel convinced that they are marginal 
to consciousness, a matter of the mental background. And 
this fact serves further to increase the difficulty of any 
adequate analysis and classification of the emotions. 

1 do not pn^po.se to aftcnqit licre any detailed considera- 
tion of the emotional aspect of the practical life of sense- 
experience. T think that comparative psychology may fairly 
assume that throughout the range; of the sense experience, 
common to men and animals, their emotional states arc of 
like nature with ours. And wherever the activities prompted 
hy sense* experience have reference not only to the individual 
performer, but to other organisms, for whom, with whom, 
or against whom they are carried out, the associated emo- 
tional states, which, it must be remembered, constitute only 
the emotional aspects of sense-experience, have not only an 
individual, but’ a sympathetic bearing. The .sympatliy is 
indeed in merely the sense-experiential, not the reflective 
and self conscious, stage. But it forms the basis of that 
higher sympathy which differentiates the social life of man 
from the social life of animals. 

What we have especially to note is that the perception of 
relations, and the conceptual thought which grows thereout, 
brings with it a new ord- r of emotional elements — those 
emotional tones which are associated with the relations 
themselves, which arc synthetically woven into the 
already complex web and w^oof of the emotions of sense- 
experience. It is difficult CO disentangle tliese threads and 
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separate them out as the results of psychological analysis. 
They are associated with relations ; and in relation they 
have their true value. But their introduction modifies in 
marked ways the emotions of sense-experience with which 
they are subtly interwoven. 

Let us take as an example the pleasureable emotion that 
is aroused in connection with the so-called sense of beauty. 
1 do not think that anyone who knows how the bower-bird 
decks its home, collecting flowers and fruits of bright and 
varied colours, removipg everything unsightly, and strewing 
the ground with delicate moss; or liow the humming-birds 
decorate their nest — ‘‘with the utmost taste,” as Dr Gould 
observes — weaving into their structure beautiful, pieces of 
flat lichen ; — I say that I do not think anyone who knows his 
facts, can deny that some animals have a sense of beauty, 
and derive pleasure from objects which to them and to us 
are delightful to the eye. This is the outcome of, and is 
in close association with the life of sense-experience. But 
when the delicate hues and proportions of the objects are 
not only sensed, but perceived in relation to each other, 
then to the mere pleasure of sense there is added the higher 
sesthetic pleasure due to the emotional tone associated witli 
the perception of relations. The Somersetshire rustic stands 
unmoved before the delicate geometrical tracery in the 
windows of the chapter-house of Wells Cathedral. It is not 
an object which appeals strongly, to the naive eye of sense- 
experience ; the relations of the parts must be perceived 
before the beauty of the window can be appreciated at its 
true worth. It is the emotional tone which is associated 
with the perception of relations that is woven into the 
texture of the emotions of sense-experience, and that gives 
them a new value. This it is which raises the merely 
sensuous emotional tone of sense-ex])eiience to the cesthotic 
tone of the perceptual and conceptual phases of mental 
development. 
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There can be little doubt that the song of the nightingale 
gives pleasure to the singer, and we may fairly presume that 
it gives pleasure to his mate. For many of us the pleasure 
derived from music is of like order, and is to a large extent 
due to the emotional aspect of a specialized form of sense- 
experience. But when the transitions in consciousness are 
not merely sensed, but are perceived, and the subtle relation- 
ships of the melodiy and the harmony are appreciated, then 
there are added to the fiaive pleasure of sense-experience 
new elements which raise its quality, enhance its value, 
and render it aesthetic. And this enhancement, it should 
be noted, is not due to the perceptual or intellectual element 
qua intellectual, but to the intellectual element in its 
emotional aspect. If the intellectual element as such, that 
IS to say on its cognitive side, is obtrusive, it does not add 
to, but rather detracts from, the value of the emotional 
state. To get the highest emotional value out of music or 
any other art-product, wc must abandon ourselves to the 
luxury of enjoyment in a wise passivity of intellectual self- 
surrender. But the intellectual elements, in their emotional 
aspects are there, and swell the volume of the pleasiircable 
emotion. Atid if animals are limited to sense-experience, 
then in their emotional states, elements due to the emotional 
tones of perception are necessarily absent. 

Now, when once the power of perceiving relations is 
introduced into the emotional as2)ects of experience, it must 
lead up sooner or later to a perception of tlie relations of 
the emotional states themselves to each other. In this 
way icsthetic judgments have their birth and origin. But 
there are two phases or types of aesthetic judgment; and 
since it might be contended that animals, even if they do 
not attain to the one, may at least reach the other, it will 
be well briefly to consider them. 

In the first place we may notice that just as the perception 
of relations derives its raw material from sense cxpcrience. 
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wherein the transitions in consciousness, with which per- 
ception deals, are already sensed, so does the aesthetic 
judgment find its raw material in a sense of satisfaction or 
dissatisfaction, which arises according as an experience is 
pleasureable or the reverse ; or, to put it on a broader and 
more satisfactory ground, as it is congruous or incongruous 
with the psychical nature. 'J'hat experience which is con- 
gruous with the psychical nature is an object of appetence ; 
tliat which is incongruous is an object of aversion ; that 
which is merely not congruous, is simply ignored. When 
the animals — if I may illustrate my meaning by a mytho- 
logical example — heard the strains of Orpheus’s lute, there 
fell upon their ears sounds new to their experience ; and 
since these sounds were pleasureable, or congruous with the 
psychical nature, they were objects of appetence, and th? 
l)easts drew near to listen ; but if for Orpheus there had 
been suddenly substituted a beginner on the violin, feeling 
his way through a difficult and unfamiliar exercise, one 
may take it that the sounds would be objects of aversion, 
and the animals would have scattered far and wide. "I'he 
sense of satisfaction, or the reverse, would in the animals 
be natural incidents in the life of sense-experience, and 
w^ould imply no judgment. A felt congruity or incongruity, 
pleasureable or painful, gives only the germinal matter of 
resthetic judgments. We do not enter the field of lesthetic 
judgments until we have a standard or ideal. All judgment 
implies a standard. Whether I say “that, is beautiful,” 
“ that is right,” “ that is heavy,” or “ that is red,” I affirm 
that the object in question comes up to the standard of my 
conception of what is beautiful, right, heavy, or red, as the 
case may be. 

In the first stage or type of aesthetic judgment, the 
standard or ideal is undefined and undescribed. And even 
the critic whose business it is to express an aesthetic judg- 
ment, may not l)e able to define or describe the standard 
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or ideal, and maj^ rest content with the method of demon- 
stration. Matthew Arnold will be admitted to be an 
adequate critic in questions of literary excellence; and this 
is what he says of those who endeavour to define the ideal 
in poetic work. “ Critics,” he writes,* “giye themselves 
great labour to draw out what in the abstract constitutes the 
characters of a high quality of poetry. It is much better 
simply to have recourse to concrete examples; to take 
specimens of poetry of the high — the very higVicst — quality, 
and to say : — 'bhe characters of a high quality of poetry are 
what is experienced there. They are far better recognized 
by being felt in the verse of the master, than by being per- 
used in the prose of the critic. . . . Both the substance 
and matter on the one hand, and the style and manner on 
t^e other, have a mark, an accent, of high beauty, worth and 
power. But if wo are asked to define this mark and accent 
in the abstract, our answer must be — No, for we should 
thereby be darkening the question, not clearing it. The 
mark and accent arc as given by the substance and matter of 
that poetry, and of all poetry which is akin to it in quality.” 

This then is one type of aesthetic judgment. It involves 
reference to a standard or ideal, but this standard is not 
defined in tc’?mj> apprehended by the intellect; it is pre- 
sented in a form which directly aj)peals to the emotional 
side of consciousness. Many of us, who would be quite at 
a loss to define the peculiar excellence of a good cigar or a 
good claret, consider ourselves none the less capable of 
forming a sound judgment on these important factors in the 
nesthetics of good living. 

'Fhe second type »)f judgment is that of what has been 
termed scientific aesthetics. Here the standard or ideal is 
analysed, and described or defined in terms of its factors. 
And the judgment on any art-product is justified by the 
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indication of how and where, and by how much, it fails to 
reach the standard in question. It is, however, no part of 
my business here to attempt a discussion of the grounds of 
judgment in matters aesthetic. 

Now, I think there can he no question that we may put 
aside this latter type of judgment as essentially human, and 
altogether beyond the possible ’powers of any animal. But 
with regard to the other type, there may very likely be 
difference of opinion as to whether aninfhls are capable of it 
or not. Those who are of opinion that animals can perceive 
relations, will contend that they can form, though they can- 
not express, a judgment of this kind. Many biologists, for 
example, believe that birds select their mates from among 
numerous suitors because of their song or because of their 
bright plumage. Suppose a bird has two males before it, 
both of which are endeavouring b)fedisplay of plumage, and 
by love-antics to win her choice. She selects the brighter, 
and most graceful performer. Does not this, it may be 
asked, imply that she has a standard of excellence, and 
selects that mate which she perceives as the nearer of the 
two to such standard ? But admitting, for the purpose in 
hand, the correctness of the biological interpretation, that 
there is an exercise of choice on the part of the hen-bird, ft 
docs not necessarily follow that she perceives the relation, 
or compares the two competing males to an ideal standard, 
or even the one with the other. It is quite sufficient to 
suj^pose that A evokes a stronger emotion and a stronger 
appetence than B, and that she is therefore drawn to A 
rather than to B. There is no necessary perception of a 
relation, or framing of an ideal standard, of excellence. And 
if the facts, supposing them to be biologically well founded, 
can be explained on the hypothesis of sense-experience, 
the greater appetence prevailing, we are bound by our canon 
of interpretation not to assume the higher faculty of 
perception. 
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Let US note cfcarly what is the essential characteristic of 
an aesthetic judgment as such. It is essentially a matter of 
introspection and reflection. It i.s the comparison of certain 
emotional states aroused by a with the emotional states 
aroused by or with certain ideal emotional states which 
are the result of a generalization from experience, and 
which may be symbolized by x. 'bhe relation of a to or < 
of a to ar, is definitely perceived, and a is felt to approach 
closely to or to fall short of b or x. Primarily the aesthetic 
judgment is purely individual. “ This is the way a affects 
me as compared with b or with xJ* But, apart from social 
life, it would be of no value to express any judgment in the 
matter ; it would be amply sufficient to feel the difference. 
All judgments, as expressed, are of social, not of individual 
tialue. Secondarily, therefore, the judgment is social. It is 
an opinion expressed by me as a member of a social body, 
for comparison with similar opinions expressed by other 
members of the social body. By comparing, classifying, 
and generalizing these opinions, we reach the general social 
opinion or judgment in matters aesthetic. 

Now, the result of such a comparison, classification, and 
generalization of opinions on questions of aesthetics differs — 
^t) among different individuals, (2) in different countries, 
and (3) at different times. This results from variation. In 
the matter of sense-experience we are all, with the exception 
of a .small percentage of colour-blind, similarly affected by a 
red rose. In ihL matter, variations from a single type are 
not numerous or wide. But in the matter of aesthetic 
judgment, the variation is much more marked, and more 
widely spread. Hence the difficulty or impossibility of 
formulating a common social ideal, or standard of aesthetic 
judgment. Variable as it is, however, most of us do admit 
a social standard, even if our own individual taste docs not 
conform to it. A man may say, “ 1 know and acknowledge 
that Spenser and Milton are classic';, but personally I gain 
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no pleasure from reading their poetry.^^ ^hat then is this 
standard which we acknowledge, but may not be able 
personally to accept ? Whose is it ? Why do we acknow- 
ledge it, if it conflicts with our own individual experience?” 

'J'hfi standard has been reached by those who have a 
genuine love of literature,™ to take ^literary judgment as an 
♦ example, — who have been led to study it in all its phases, 
who have keen native insight and ability, and whose wide 
study has given them extensive experience which their 
ability has enabled them to utilize. If, by a practically 
universal consensus of opinion among those who have 
studied literature in this spirit, Spenser and Milton are 
ranked as classics of English poetry, it would be a piece of 
unwarrantable impertinence on the part of those of us 
who have less inclination towards literature, or less leisiiK; 
(not to bring the question of ability into consideration at all), 
to set up a purely individual judgment against theirs, 'rhis, 
I take it, is what we mean when we acknowledge the literary 
excellence of work which we do not ourselves pretend to 
admire. And so too in other matters of aesthetic judgment. 

If we call the acknowledged standard the social standard^ 
we mean by this, not the average judgment, of the wholp 
social community, nor something transcending human 
judgment, but the average judgment of a special section of 
the community wdio have had peculiar opportunities of 
forming an opinion. Such social ideal or standard is based 
on the individu.al ideals or standards of those who form the 
special section. We take these individuals as representing 
the .social judgment in aesthetic matters at its best. 

I have entered into this brief discussion of the social ideal 
because it appears to me that the possession of ideals, 
aesthetic and other, and especially social ideals, is one of the 
distinguishing factors of the psychical life of man as com- 
pared with that of animals. Animals sense their states of 
consciousness as pleasure giving or the ' reverse, and are 
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largely guided in their actions by this emotional aspect of 
sense-experience. It is very questionable whether they 
perceive the relations of emotional states to each other ; and 
if they are unable to do this, then it is obvious that they do 
not frame an ideal standard by reference to which the 
relationships shall be gauged. But if at some period in the 
evolution of man the perception of relations had its origin, 
either in the manner I have suggested or in some other 
way, then the mdVe pleasureable results in any particular 
kind of experience would form in memory a standard in 
relation to which the emotional aspect of new experiences of 
like order would be measured. “To-day’s experiences are 
pleasant, but not so pleasant as yesterday’s.^’ An individual 
standard would thus take form in the mind, and this 
through social inter-communication would be generalized, 
and become incipiently social. At length as the individual 
judgments of the best judges were themselves compared, 
and the results of comparison recorded, a widely but not 
universally acknowledged social standard or ideal would be 
reached. 1 say wu'dely, but not universally, because pre- 
sumably tlu're would always be individuals who regarded 
the standard which they themselves framed in comparative 
ignorance perior to the standard acknowledged by those 
really competent to express an opinion. Here, therefore, 
as in the questions discussed in previous chapters, the 
turning-point in the development curve, the point of new 
departure, is thn perception of relations. 

The foregoing discussion has mainly had reference to a 
standard of Beauty, and to sesthctic ideals ; let us now con- 
sider briefly the standard of Truth. It would be easy to (juute 
a dozen or more instances of “ deceit ” on the part of animals. 
One which has been communicated to me by Mr Arthur 
Stiadling must suffice. “ 1 gave.” he says, “a lillie Maltese 
teirier to a cousin of mine, who taught it, amongst other 
tricks, to walk round the table on its hind legs by way of 
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earning some dessert. The dining-room anff table were long, 
while as a rule the diners were her father and herself only. 
They sat at the head of the board. At the given signal the 
dog would start off on his bipedal journey, making the entire 
circuit of the table, no small task. After a while it was noticed 
that his speed had greatly improved ; he “ got home ** in 
much less time than he had formerly occupied in completing 
the round. On investigation it was fopnd that he had 
acquired the habit of dropping on all fours as soon as he got 
out of sight, running round the far end of the table, and 
rising again on his hind legs when lie came once more into 
view. Furthermore, he looked back from time to time to 
make sure that he was not within the range of vision of his 
two patrons. I witnessed this little manoeuvre personally, 
before considerations of psychological interest were ruthlessly 
sacrificed to a stern sense of morality, and he was broken 
of it.” 

Now the question here is, whether we are, through inability 
to explain this and other such cases on the hypothesis of 
intelligence and sensc-cxperiencc, forced to assume the per- 
ception of the relation of the action, as actually performed, to 

the action as the master and mistress believed it to^be 

• • 

performed. If so, the performance unquestionably rose to 
tlie dignity of a lie. Wc cannot here enter at length into 
the psychology of lying. But, whether acted or uttered, the 
essence of the lie is that it is used with conscious intent to 
deceive. The black that is acted or uttered. has conscious 
reference and relation to the white that is not black. If the 
action of the Maltese terrier was performed with conscious 
intent to deceive, there ^nist have passed through his mind 
something like that which wc should thus expres.s in words: — 
“ I am on all fours, but they suppose I am on my hind legs.” 
We should certainly be prepared to accept this interi)rctatioii 
if, but only if^ the action cannot be interpreted on a simpler 
hypothesis. And here one can but regret that the action 
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was not made ifife subject of an experimental investigation, 
and that an exact record of all the stages of the evolution of 
the act was not kept. I cannot, of course, say what these 
stages were. But ^they were anything like the following 
suppositions, the. actioh is quite explicable on the hypothesis 
of intelligence. The dog starts on his round on two legs, 
maintains this mode of progression, and earns his dessert. 
One day he starts pn two legs, drops on all fours and comes 
round on all fours; no dessert. Whenever at starting 
he drops on all fours within sight of his mistress; no 
dessert. Whenever he comes in on all fours ; no 
dessert. These are firmly associated. One day he drops 
on all fours, and runs round ; but as he approaches the 
mistress the association “all fours; no dessert,” leads 
him to jump up on his hind legs, and he earns his 
dessert. If once, in this or in any other such way, the dog 
found that by starting on two legs, running round on four, 
and coming in on two, he earned his dessert, this would 
be found to be the easiest method of doing so, and the habit 
would be formed and adopted. It may be said that this 
suggested explanation involves a somewhat complex use of 
intelligence. ^ I reply that, if the action was a lie, it involved 
not only the complexity I have hinted at, l>ut in addition 
thereto the thought, “ while I am on all fours they suppose 
I am on two legs,” and this is the factor which seems to me 
unnecessary. I believe that nearly all the anecdotes illus- 
trative of so-called deceit in animals are explicable on the 
hypothesis that the animal has found, by its intelligence in 
sense-experience, the easiest way to do a thing or to get what 
it wants, and that we need not suppose that there is in the 
• animal’s mind anything of the nature of, “This is white, but 
master thinks it black.” The “deceit” of animals (like so 
many of the “lies” of very litth‘ children) involves, it is true, 
actions which deceive or paitially deceive us; but these 
actions are not performed with intent to deceive, or if they 
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are the animal has got beyond the stage of ^nse-experience. 
In the language of the schools, the deceit of animals is, in 
my opinion, material and noli formal. And I am of opinion 
that, as they have no perception or conception of a standard 
of Beauty, so they have no perception or conception of a 
standard of Truth. He who has no standard of truth cannot 
lie, though his actions may deceive us. 

And what of the standard of Right ? Can an animal think 
the ou^^/it ? In his work on “ The Human^Mind,'*' * Professor 
Sully writes as follows, in a footnote : “ One of the clearest 
examples of canine conscience I have met with,” he says, 
“ was given me by a friend, the owner of the dog, and the 
witness of the action. The animal, a variety of terrier, was 
left in the dining-room, where were the remains of a cold 
supper. He got on the table, and secured a piece of cold 
tongue, but, without eating a morsel of it, he carried it into 
the drawing-room, deposited it at the feet of his mistress, 
and then crawled out of sight, looking the picture of abject 
miseiy.” I have no wish to say one word which shall 
detract from the moral excellence, if any one likes so to call 
it, of that terrier ; but 1 may, perhaps, be allowed to analyse 
his case. We may suppose he was hungry, poor fellow, but 
the natural impulse to appease that hunger was checked iiT 
presence of that loyal Jeeling of subservience to the mistress 
which is the outcome of the dog's mode of life as the com- 
panion of man, and which has probably been developed from 
certain innate tendencies of the canidee, which, like wolves 
and jackals, hunt in packs. Note, in passing, that the 
checking of this impulse was incomplete. Had it been com- 
plete, he would never have stolen the tongue at all, and 
would have remained unknown to fame. Plis is not the only 
case in which our sympathies go out towards the imj)crfectly 
moral more freely than towards those who are beyond 


Vol. ii., p. i6i. 



PSYCHOLOGY OF MAN AND THE HIGHER ANIMALS. 377 

reproach. Imlhe case of the terrier, then, the prompting of 
what we should call a lower impulse, the satisfaction of 
hunger, got the better of what we should call the higher 
impulse, obedience to the mistress; but only for a moment; 
the higher impulse prevailed, and the dog crept abjectly to 
his mistress. No one is likely to question — at any rate no 
one who knows dogs is likely to question — the existence of 
the higher trait in canine character, that of subservience or 
obedience to thS master or mistress ; and few are likely to 
question that there was in the dog’s mind a painful conflict 
of impulses, resulting in the victory of what we call the higher. 
All this may be granted. But if some one says, what it 
should be observed Mr Sully does not say, that the 
terrier did what he felt to be right because he knew it to 
be right, that is a very different matter. That involves a 
thinking of the ought; it involves a more or less definite 
perception of the relation of a given act to an ideal standard. 
No action can be perceived to be right or wrong without 
reflection. The action is compared with a standard, and 
found either to reach or fall short of that standard. What 
the standaiu is does not matter a jot, so ^ar as the individual 
moral judgment is concerned. My standard of right may be 
altogethei Vnong from my neighbour’s point of view. But 
in expressing an individual moral judgment concerning an 
action, 1 view the act in reference to my standard, and say 
that it either a|)[)roaches thereto or falls short thereof. Such 
would be the individual moral judgment. T may also com- 
pare it with the social standard, using this phrase in the 
sense before defined. The social standard is assuredly not 
the average standard of mankind. In that case it would be 
rather a pitiful ideal. It. the standard of the world’s best 
and gn^atest and purest. Whether the comparison is with 
the individual ideal, or with the social ideal, It involves a 
perceptit. n of the relation of a given action, performed by 
oneself or another, to that standaid. This is what T think 
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we may, without injustice to them, deny to th? brutes. The 
terrier*s conscience, if so we may call it, on this view in- 
volved merely the emotional tone of sense-experience; it 
was not the moral conscience of a rational being. 

The factors of the determination of conduct are several. 
Excluding external compulsion more or less direct, an action 
may be performed on prudential grounds or grounds of 
expediency ; or it may be performed on esthetic grounds, 
because the action is beautiful or seemly in the eyes of the 
performer or those among whom he Jives; or it may be 
performed on moral grounds, because it is right. Often 
more than one factor, sometimes all the factors, co-operate 
in the determination of human conduct The germs of all 
of these are to be found in the practical conduct of their 
life-activities by animals. No one will question that practical ( 
expediency is a determinant of the conduct of animals ; the 
many recorded instances of animals checking or ** punishing 
others of their kind • in the performance of actions which, 
through association of one kind or other have been rendered 
distasteful, appear to afford examples of the second factor ; 
while the ('becking of natural propensities in subservience to 
die will of the beloved master would seem to iUustrate the 
germinal phase of the third factor. Hut in none of these 
cases is there sufficient evidence to justify a belief that a 
standard of conduct takes form in the animal mind. The 
fashioning of ideals is beyond the power of the brutes. 
I'hoy are capable neither of regret for error on prudential 
grounds, nor of remorse for wrong on moral grounds. When 
Mr Mann Joneses dog, on whose tail he had inadvertently 
sat, angrily growled, and then “ begged pardon for the un- 
usual tone and temper in a way that could not be mistaken,’^ 
regret is certainly im])ricd m the interpretation. And Mr 
Jones adds; * — “Evidently he recognized his own violation 
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of an ‘ ought * Existing in his mind (conscience).” I venture 
to think that the ought was in Mr Mann Jones's mind, not in 
Punch's. Similar cases must have been observed again and 
again by those who have gained the affection of their dumb 
companions. That the dog which has been forced in a 
moment of pain to growd at the master feels miserable there- 
after, and fawns upon him with redoubled affection, is natural 
enough. That Ijp recognizes his own violation of an ought 
is an explanation of the facts not in accordance with the 
canon of interpretation on which our method of inquiry has 
throughout been based. Whether we regard the end of 
moral endeavour as the greatest happiness of the greatest 
number, or as the perfecting of social integration, or as 
obedience to the revealed will of God, or as the realization 
• of an ideal human self, in any case a standard of moral con- 
duct is framed through perception and the conception that 
is based thereon ; and actions are judged according to this 
standard. It is the framing of any such standard, and the 
perception of shortcomings therefrom, that I think wc must 
deny to the brutes if we are to adhere to our canon of inter- 
pretation. As the animal has no ideal of Beauty, nor ideal 
^ of Truth, too it has no ideal of Right. 

It is the f^-aming of ideals, not merely as products of con- 
ceptual thought, but also as objects of appetence and desire 
ever beckoning him onwards and upwards towards their 
realization, that is distinctive of man as man. And the 
worth of any individual might be gauged could wc only know 
the nature of his ideals, the strength of his desire for their 
realization, and the energy and ability with which he applied 
himself to attain this end. Tn the sense-experience of animals 
we have the raw materia... out of which all this may be 
elaborated. Wc have impressions, and the transitions Ijctween 
them, which need only Ibc faculty of perception, together 
with the generalizing and analytic power of conceptual 
thought, to quicken them into knowledge. have emo- 
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tional states which, when standardized in reflection, may be 
sublimated to ideals. And we have a native practical energy, 
which needs only a new apjflication in the Will to attain 
knowledge and realize the ideal And when man became 
man, and began to utilize his newly acquired power, he did 
not leave behind him for good and all the life of sense- 
experience. In that life he still lives and exercises his keen 
intelligence. lie has not abandoned the old life for a new 
manner of existence ; he has inspired into the old life the 
products of higher modes of psychical activity. He is not 
rational in place of being intelligent ; he is bqth intelligent 
and rational, lie has not left behind him the emotions of 
his animal nature ; he has idealized and purified them. 

m 

It now only remains to say a few words in cbncliision. ^ 
I have throughout this work acce[)tcd evolution as the 
l)asis of explanation of nature, including psychical nature. 

1 have endeavoured to look at the facts, so hir as I 
know them, squarely and fairly, and have not intentionally 
shirked the many difficulties which are incidental to the 
inquiry I have undertaken. I have essayed to consider 
mental evolution in all its aspects, and have thus been 
led into what some of my scientific friends’ >yill term * 
hopelessly metaphysical speculations. But I do not think 
that the metaphysics of the subject can be avoided in any 
such imiuiry. It is not a fpiestion of metat)hysics or no 
melaphysirs, but of good metaphysics o.r bad. In my treat- 
ment of qucbtions of zoological psychology some will no 
doubt accuse me of adopting the a priori method ; and if 
by the a priori method they mean that based on the aj)i)li- 
cation of general principles, I plead guilty to the charge. 
The question is, Have the general principles themselves been 
reached by the methods of scientific induction, or have they 
been assumed without the warranty of inductive study? I 
have at least done my best to make clear the grounds on 
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which I have*been led to adopt the general principles o( 
which I have made use. Again, it may be said that through* 
out my discussion of zoological psychology, I have fallen 
into the grave philosophical error of dogmatizing from nega- 
tive premisses. * After making some jiarade of professing my 
inability, as luiman chronometer, to learn anything distinctly 
concerning the working of the animal clock, have I not ended 
by somcwliat dogmatically denying to tlm clock certain 
faculties or mental powers ? I have throughout been argn 
ing, it may he said, that since I do not find sufficient 
evidence among animals of reason and the perception of 
relations, therefore such perceptual and rational powers must 
be absent, whereas the activities of animals can, it may be 
urged, be quite as well if not better explained on the 
♦ assumption that they do perceive relations and exercise the 
faculty of reason. Such may be the line adopted by certain 
critics. In rejdy, let me say, as a last word, first, that in 
denying to animals the perception of relations and the faculty 
. of reason, I do so in no dogmatic .spirit, and not in support 
of any prcc<mceivcd theory or opinion, but because the 
cvkkDCi! now before us is n(d, in my opinion, sufficient 
^ to justify the hypothesis that any animals have reached 
that stage of mental evolution at wiiich they are even in- 
cipicntly rational; and, secondly, that I have all along based 
my discussivm on the canon of interpretation considered in 
the latter part of the third chapter. If good reason can be 
shoAvn for the rejection of that canon, the logical foundation 
of my argument will be destroyed, and the argument itself 
will fall to the ground. 
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Impressions, 63; analysis of, 125, 
218; of relation, 236; subj.'C- 
livc and olyective aspect of, 
313 

Impulse, Dr Thorndike on, 298 
Impulses, physiological, 28, 132 
Indicative intercommunication, 
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Individuality, 220 

Induction, twofold in psychology, 

Inference, 273, 2S2 
Infra-conscious elements, 33, 333 
Inhibition, 181 

Insects, psychology of sensory ex- 
perience in, 15^ 

Insight, 2S5 

Instinct, 206, 209; deferred, 20S;, 
relation of consciousness to, 20S 
Intelligence, 207, 212, 215, 242. 
284, 288, 292, "375 


Introspection, 20 

Introspective basis of comparative 
psychology, 37 > 44 


Jrnnison, Mr George, quoted, 

ones, Mr Mann, quoted, 37S 
udgment, practical, 2SS; .eslhclic, 

371 


Garnkr, Mr. R. T.., observations 
of, 246, 261 

Gauges of mental level, 57 
Gee.^^ reported observation on, 122 
Generalization, 2S7 ^ 1 • r 

Gould, Dr., on liummmg bint 
nest, 366 

Habit, 186 

Hill, Dr Alexander, quoted, 30^ 
Hol>hon«, Mr L. T., 

288, 21)6, 303-304 

Hudson.'MrW. 11 ., on tra.litum 
210 


RiNNAMAN, Mr, quoted, 261, 

301 

Knowledge, 119 • 

Lancaster, Mr, observations of, 

I-anguage, relation of concciition 
to, 270 . 

Harden, Mr, observations ot, 
209 

Leroy, quoted, 252, 2O1 
Lichlenberg, on nightingale count- 
ing, 252 

Life, 24, 331, 347 
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Lindley, Dr, quo\%d, 279 
Living matter, characteristics of, 

346 

Localization in space, 123 
Localization in time, iii, 120 
Logic, nature of, 278 
Logical object, 270; syllogism, 
278 

Lubbock, Sir John, observations 

of. 95 

Margin of consciouSbess, 15 
Materialism, 8 

Meaning, accjuirement of, 98, 122, 
216, 283, 291 

Medlicott, Mr H. B., quoted, 
244, 24S 

Memory, 73, 99 ; primary, 103 ; 
cells, 106 ; desultory and sys- 
tematic, 108,119 

^Migration, of birds, 171, 210; of 
ecl.'i, 21 1 

Mimicry and association, 97 
Mind, empirical view of, 26 ; 

supplemented, 343 
Moment of consciousness, 1 1 
Monism, l, 31, 345 
Monkey, observations on, 121, 
246, 253, 3<x>-o04 
Mood, Si 

Motor sensations, 142 

Nrrvk centres co ordinating and 
COP. trolling, 176 

Nerves afferent and efferent, 28, 

173. of- 

Nervous arc, 173 
Neurone theory, 196 
Numerical relations, 232 

Object, 2 , 269,314; subject and, 
309, 314; of sense-experience 
analysed, 312 

Objective study of mind, 45 

Pain, sensations of, 138 
Percept, 221 

Perception of relations, 217; rela- 
tion to conception, 263 
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Physical condition of vision, 128 ; 
and physiological standpoints, 
230 

Physiological conditions of con- 
sciousness, 24 ; of impressions, 
127 ; impulses compared with 
sensations, 133, 144 
Pigs, observations on, 245, 325 
Pleasure, 140 
Predication, 274 

Presenlative and representative, 

125 

Proposition, 274 
Psychism, 8 
Pyramidal tract, 177 

Qualities of objects, 266, 270. 

Reality, co-ordinate of subject 
and object, 3, 317 
Reason and reasoning, 278, 286, 
288, 292, 359 
Recepl, 299 
Recognition, 236, 237 
Reflection, 226, 234 
Reflex action, 185 ; secondary, 186 
Relations, perception of, 217; 
impressions of, 236 ; and lan- 
guage, 249 

Relationship, association by per- 
ceived similarity of, 77 
Remembering and recollecting, 
III 

Representative, how differentiated 
from presenlative, 103 
Resemblance, association by, 77 ; 
in animals, 96 

Response due to graduated im- 
pulses, 174 

Retention by ideas, 26, 106 
Retentivencss, 107 
Retrospection, 20, 226 
Ribot, Prof, quoted, 261 
Right, standard of, 376 
Romanes, G. J., fetichism in 
animals, 92, 259 1 quotations 
from “Animal Intelligence,” 
122, 296 ; observations on 

“Sally,” 253 
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Saturn lA, observations on, 352 
Schmankewitsch,* observations of, 

352 

Self and not-self, 318 
Sensation, a, deWd, 131 
Sensation, 142 

Sense-experience, i«;7, 242, 250, 
259, 265, 268, 359 
Sense-fading, loi 
Shellard, Mr E. J., quoted, 294 
Similarity, association by, 76; re- 
lation of, 235 

Skill, 16 ; of animals, 16 1 ; psy- 
chology of, 163 ; of chick, 
198 

Snakes, instinct in, 209 
Social value of conception-ideal, 
370 

Solidity, 145 

Sounds emitted by chicks, 93 
Space relations, 226 
Spalding, D. , observations of, 202, 
208 

Spin, vital, 354 

State of consciousness defined, 17, 
125; complexity of, 156 
Stimulus and response, 173 
Stout, Prof, quoted, 83, 98, 122, 
216, 291 

Stradling, Mr Arthur, quoted, 

373 

Strong, Prof C. A., on the nature 
of reality, 10 

Subconscious elements, 14 
Subject, 2 ; and object, 309 
Suggestion, internal and external, 
61 ; primary and secondary, 
62 

Sully, Prof James, quoted, 284, 

374 . 

Syllogism, 278 
Sympathy, 325 


j Synthesis and 6drrelation, i.:|4, 
2I9» 309 ; selective, 337 
Systematic knowledge, 278 

Temperament, 81 
Therefore symbolic of logical 
explanation, 577 J distinctive of 
reason, 284 

Threshold of consciousness, 18 
Thompson, “ Passion in Animals,’’ 
252 

Thorndike, Prof, (quoted, 116. 
122, 29S 

Time-localization, in, 120 
Timg relations, 2 30 
Tradition, 170, 210 
Training of animals, 93 
Transitions in consciousness, 74, 
221 

Truth, standard of, 373 , 

Uniformity, conception of, 277 ; 

dependence of reasoning on, 277 
Unity of consciousness, 21 

Variation, method of, 58 ; de- 
terminate and indeterminate, 
349 

Vision, movements in the field of, 
148 

Volition, 1 87 

Wallascitkk, Mr, on primitive 

music, 360 

Warren, Mr K. 11., quoted, 247 
Wave of consciou.snes-', r 1 
Weismann, Dr, on vanaiion, 353 ,* 
on musical sense, 360 
Will, 1S8, 319 ' 

Wilson, Dr Andrew, quoted, 296 
Word, relation of, to impression, 
percept, and concept, 271 
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